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CHRONOLOGY OF ‘THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal ; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett’s Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 





HISTORY. (FirtH PARLIAMENT.) 
CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. Vol. 24 to 26...53 Geo. III. ... 1812-13 
é : ~~ 9&B..54 — .. 161806 
Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Witt. I. to 34 Geo. IL _ 9 > _ x 
2 29 to 31...55 v. 1814-15 
1066-1760 a 1816 
— 35 & 36...57 — eves 1817 


REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. 


Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Geo. III. to 40 Geo. ITI. 
1760-1800 


— 37 — 38...58 — we... 1818 


(SixTH PARLIAMENT.) 


(First PARLIAMENT.) Vol. 39 & 40...59 Guo. IIL. ...... 1819 
ie eee 41 Geo. III.......... 1801|— 41 ......... 60 —  ... 1819-20 
— 36 ......... 42 a  etededens 1802 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) ‘niin 
ener 42 Geo. III....... 1802-3 
binbiaies REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830 
DEBATES. 


First Series (SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued.) = z . “5 easbian aa brio 
-Vol. 1 & 2...44 Gao. II....... 1803-4; _ g— 7 3 ae iol 1822 
oe Se ee ites 00d a a a ee 1823 

— 6 & 7.46 wee en) a ee 1824 
~ Be. 1825-6 
(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) ie Dec ae ce 1826 
Vol. 8 & 9...47 Geo. IIl....... 1806-7 
3 (FourRTH PARLIAMENT.) (EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
< Vol. 9 to1l...48 Geo. III....... 1807-8 | Vol. 16 ......... T Geek TV, xcs 1826 
— 12—14...49 — —-aseeee 1809 | — 17 ......66 8 a eerece rc 1827 
— 15 —17...50 me eases 1810; — 18 & 19... 9 mone Vecaes 1828 
— 18 — 20...51 — .. 1810-11) — 20— 21...10 =m | awa cee 1829 
— 21 — 23...52 Sy CeCe TC 1812} — 22 to 25...11 et Stee 1830 


| 








Third Series. 
REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837. 


(NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 





Vol. 1 to 3... 1 Witx. IV....... 1830-1] 
(TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 4 to 8... 2 Win. IV. ...... 1832 
— 9—14... 3 — yehea 1831 
(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 15 to 20... 4 WiLL. IV....... 1833 | 
— 21 — 25... 5 kena 1834 

(TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) | 
Vol. 26 to 30... 6 Witt. IV....... 1835 
— 31— 35... 7 — — eeveee 1836 
— 36— 38... 8 —— tease 1837 


REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 39 to 44... 1 VICTORIA ...... 1838 
— 45 — 50... 2 —— A heea's 1839 | 
— 51— 55d... 3 me!) nae 1840 | 
— 56—58..4 — (a) 1841 


(FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


(b) 1841 





CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 


(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 145 to 147...20 Vicroria (b) 1857 
— 148 —151 ..21 —— _susetes 1858 
~~ e123 (a) 1859 


(EIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 154 to 155...22 Vicroria (b) 1859 


— 156 —160...23 — aan. 1860 
— 161 —164...24 — — ekeans 1861 
— 165 —168...25 me! Kupaa 1862 
-—— 169 —172...26 sa 1863 
— 173 —176...27 — —eeweee 1864 
— 177 —180...28 anaes 1865 
(NINETEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
| Vol. 181 to 184...29 VICTORIA... 1866 
| — 185 —189..30 — wa. 1867 
— 190 —193...31 — 1867-8 
(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 194 to 198...32 VicToRIA ... 1868-9 
| —- 199 —203...33 — —beae es 1870 
— 204 —208...34 —= .cnases 1871 
— 209 —213...35 — sae eee 1872 
— 214 —217...36 =< “ganves 1873 
(TWENTY-First PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol, 218 to 221...37 VicToRIA ...... 1874 
—- 222 —226...38 ieee 1875 
— 227 —231...39 = Salant 1876 
— 232 —236...40 =) enews 1877 
— 237 —242...41 —  aekee 1878 
— 243 —249...42 — ... 1878-9 
—— 250 & 251...43 — (a) 1880 


Vol. (59) —..cccsces 4 VICTORIA 

— 60to 65... 5 a 1842 
— 66— 71... 6 =i gene 1843 | 
a= 2 -— 76.3. 1 —— Guess 1844 
— ff — 82... 8 — el baeeee 1845 | 
— 83 — 88... 9 a peice 1846 
— 89 — 94...10 — (a) 1847 | 


(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


(TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 


| Vol. 252 to 256...43 Vicrorta  (b) 1880 
— 257 —265...44 ECC 1881 
— 266 —273..45 — (a) 1882 
— 274 & 275...45 — (b) 1882 
— 276 to 283...46 sS usasee 1883 
— 284 —292...47 me Ue lease 1884 
— 293 —301...48 _— 1884-5 


Wel. 96 ... 10 Vicrorta = (b) 1847 | 
— 96 to101...11 — —-svienee 1848 | 
— 102 —107...12 pees 1849 | 
— 108 —113...13 ==" eben 1850 
— 114—118...14 — eee 1851 
— 119 —122...15 -- (a) 1852 


(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


(TWENTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 302 to 307...49 VicrorIA (a) 1886 


(TWENTY-FOURTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 308 & 309...49 Victoria (b) 1886 
— 310t0321..50 — wu. 1887 
| — 322 —332...51 — enya 1888 
| — 333 —340...52 a 1889 
— 341 —348...53 =|) lS sceend 1890 


Vel, 123 ......... 15 Vicroria = (b) 1852 
— 124 to129...16 om hase 1853 
—- 130 —135...17 a 1854 
— 136 —-139...18 ie et 1855 
— 140 —143...19 a 1856 
— 144 ........ 20 — (a) 1857 | 


} 


— 349 —356...54 _ 














CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES”—cont. 


Fourth Series. 


(TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


(TWENTY-FouRTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) | Vol. 88 ......... 64 VICTORIA ...... 1900 


Vol. 


Vol. 


lto 6...55 VICTORIA ...... 1892 


(TWENTY-FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) 


© sxetcces On VICROREA 55+ 1892 
8 to 21...57 — ..- 1893-4 | 
22 — 29...57 aon Re eer 1894 
30 — 35...58 a ees 1895 


(TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 


36 ....006.659 VICKOREA. ....< 1895 
37 to 44...59 — ... 1895-6 
45 — 52...60 — —eeceee 1897 
53 — 65...61 set, Baud 1898 
66 — 76...62 — PP 
{| arenes 63 ep Oe 1899 
18 — 83...63 gs 2 ea 1900 
84... 63. & 64 pane, a arae 1900 


85 — 87...64 —— ne wieies 1900 


REIGN OF EDWARD VII. 


(TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 


Wok 82 <.. cued, 1 Epwarp VII....1901 
— 90to100 1 — ..- 1901 
— 10) .. hez? — ... 1902 
— 302 ta PEZ 2 — --- 1902 
— 118 to 128 3 — .--1903 
— 129to 140 4 — ..-1904 
— [4)} te Fb! 65 — ... 1905 


(TWENTY-EIGHTH Ps RLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 152 to 156 6 Epwarp VIL....1906 








HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 


SIR HENRY CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN’S FIRST ADMINISTRATION, 
DECEMBER 1905. 


THE CABINET. 

Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury Rt. Hon. Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, 
Lord President of the Council Rt. Hon. the Earl of CREWE. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord LOREBURN. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. H. H. Asquitu, M.P. 
Secretaries of State 

Home Department——Rt. Hon. HERBERT J. GLADSTONE, M.P. 

Foreign Affairs Rt. Hon. Sir EowArD GREY, Bt., M.P. 

Colonial Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of ELGIN. 

War Office Rt. Hon. R. B. HALDANE, M.P. 

India Oftice Rt. Hon. JoHN Mortuey, M.P. 
First Lord of the Admiralty Rt. Hon. Lord TWEEDMOUTH. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland Not in the Cabinet. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland Rt. Hon. JAMES Bryce, M.P. 
Lord Privy Seal Most. Hon Marquess of RIPON, 
President of the Board of Education Rt. Hon. A. BrrrELL, M.P. 
President of the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. D. LLOYD-GEORGE, M.P. 
President of the Local Government Board——kht. Hon. JouN BurNs, M.P. 
President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. Earl CARRINGTON. 
Postmaster-General tt. Hon. SYDNEY Buxton, M.P. 
Chancellor of tiie Duchy of Lancaster Rt. Hon. Sir HENRY FOWLER, M.P. 
The Secretary for Seotland——Rt. Hon. J. SINCLAIR, M.P. 


NOT IN THE CABINET. 

Under Secretary of State, Foreign Office 
Under Secretary of State, Hone Office 
Under Secretary of State, Colonial Oftice WINsTON CHURCHILL, Esq., M.P 
Under Secretary of State, India Office tt. Hon. J. E. ELiis, M.P. 
Under Secretary of State, War Oflice——Rt. Hon. Earl of PORTSMOUTH. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury —-GEORGE WHITELEY, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education THOMAS LouGH, Esq., M.P 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. EK. RoBERTSON, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of 'Trade——H. E. KEARLEY, Esy., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Beard——WaALTER RUNCIMAN, Esy., M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury REGINALD MCKENNA, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the War Oftice T. R. BUCHANAN, Esq., M.P. 
( J. A. PEASE, Esq., M.P. . 
: hee See J HERBERT LEwis, Esq., M. P. 
Lords of the ‘Treasury — | Captain CECIL Noaren, M.P. 

J. M. F. FULUER, Esq., M.P. 

——- Sir JOUN FISHER. 

pint J J Vice-Admiral Sir C. C. Drury. 
Lords of the Admiralty ~| Captain H. B. JACKSON. 
Captain F. 8. INGLEFIELD. 
THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR [in the Cabinet]. 
Lieut.-General Hon. Sir W. G. LYTTELTON. 
Lient.-General C. W. H. DOUGLAS. 
Lieut.-General Sir W. G. NICHOLSON. 
Army Council—— ¢ Major-General Sir J. W. Murray. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR. 
THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO THE WAR OFFICE. 
Secretary. THE PERMANENT UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR 
(Colonel Sir E. W. D. Warp). 

The Civil Lord of the Admiralty——GEORGE LAMBERT, Esq., M.P. 















































Lord FITZMAURICE, 
HERBERT SAMUEL, Esq., M.P. 
































Lord-Lieutenant of lreland-——Rt. Hon. the Earl of ABERDEEN, 
The Lord Advocate--—-THOMAS SHAW, Esq., M.P. 

Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——In the Cabinet. 
Attorney-General-—J, LAWSON WALTON, Esq., M.P. 
Solicitor-General-—W, S. Rosson, Esq., M.P. 
Paymaster-General——-}i, K, Caustoy, Esq., M.P. 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE--(Cont.) _ vii 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of LIVERPOOL. 
Comptroller of the Household——The Master of ELIBANK, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household——Sir EDWARD STRACHEY, Bt., M.P. 
Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Viscount ALTHORP. 
Vice-Chamberlain—— WENTWORTH BEAUMONT, Esq., M.P. 
Master of the Horse——Rt. Hon. Earl of SEFTON. 
Captain Yeoman of the Guard——His Grace the Duke of MANCHESTER 

Earl GRANVILLE. 

Earl of GRANARD, 

Lord HAMILTON of DALZELL. 
Lords-in-Waiting——( Lord ACTON. 

ee DENMAN. 





Lord COLEBROKE. 
Lord SUFFIELD. 
Judge Advocate-General——T. -MILVAIN, Esq., K.C. 


SCOTLAND. 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. JOHN SINCLAIR. 
Lord High Constable—Earl of ERROL. 

Lord Privy Seal—— 

Master of the Household——Duke of ARGYLL, K.T. 

Lord High Commissioner Lord COLEBROOKE. 

Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of Montross, K.T. 

Lord Justice General—— 

Rt. Hon. THOMAS SHAW, K.C. 

. Hon. Lord Kinsevureu, C.B. 

Solicitor- i ler EXANDER URE, Esq., K.C. 

Register General and Deputy Keeper Great Seal—Sir ST ys AGNEW, K.C.1 
Commanding Forces——Lt.-Gen. EK. P. LEACH, C.B., C.V.¢ 











IRELAND. 


Lord-Lieutenant——FKarl of ABERDEEN, G.C.M.G. 

Chief Secretary and Keeper of Privy Seal Rt. Hon. JAMES BRYCE, M.P. 

Under Secretary Rt. Hon. Sir A. MACDONNELL, G.C.S.1., K.C.V.O. 

Private Secretaries Lord HERSCHELL and WALTER CALLAN, Esq. 

State Steward and Chamberlain Viscount HAWKESBURY, M.V.U. 

Controller to the Lord-Lieutenant’s Household Viscount PowERSCOURT, M.V.O. 
Lord Chancellor——Lord Justice WALKER. 
Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. R. R. CHERRY, K.C. 
Solicitor-General sent Barry, Esq., K.C. 

Commanding the Forces Gen. Lord G RENFELL, G.C.B., G.C.M.G. 


























[ viii ] 
PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Ear] of Onstow. 

Clerk of Parliaments——Sir Henry J. L. Grauam, K.C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant) Hon. E. P. Tustcer, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees EpwarbD HALL ALpERsON, Esq. 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees ALBERT GRAY, Esq, 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills——A. Harrison, Usq, 

Senior Clerks 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——J. F. 

SKENE, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. A. Letcu, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Committees——J. F. Symons JeunE, Esq. 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office——C. L. AnstRuTHER, Esq. 
W. H. Hamivton Gorpon, Esq. 

Other Clerks-——Hon. A. McDonneti; A. H. Roprnson, Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills) ; H. P. 
St. Joun, Esq.; V. M. Brppupu, Esq.; Hon. EK. A. Stonor; H. J. F. BApE Ey, Esq. ; 
C. Heapiam, Esq. ; J. B. Hornam, Ksq.; E. C. Vicors, Esq. ; A. Tennyson, Esq. ; and 
G. D. Luarp, Esq. 

Receiver of Fees and Accountant T. A. Court, Esq. 

Copyists—-Mr. H. P. Norris and Mr. R. A. Court. 

Messengers Messrs. A. A. Wokrentn, C. E. Cuiztert, A. N. Sroun, J. W. F. Locke, 
J. MeMintay, G. Bennett, G. T. Purr. 

Librarian EDMUND Gossk, Ksq., LL.D. 

Assistant Librarian——A. H. M. Butier. 

Attendant——Mr. W. WorrFELu. 

Examiners for Standing Orders 
—-H. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod ——Admiral Sir F. H. Stephenson, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher Captain T. D. Butter, M.V.O. 

Serjeant-at-Arms Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLEEtwoop I. Epwarps, G.C.V.O., K.C.B, 

Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hann, Esq. 

Resident Superintendenc——J. K. Wintttams, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer- W. H. GuRNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE, B, GALLOP, 

Second Class Assistants——Messrs. H. Bb. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Storr. 

Third Class Assistants Messrs. J. WooLacott, A. A. EpNEy, J. F. Baum. 

Messengers Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHitiips, W. W  MEATEs, 
T. WHITEHEAD. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. W. CASBON, 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——Mr. A. PALMER. 

Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament——Mr. C. J. WILLIAMS. 

Resident Engineer, Houses of Parliament——Mr. A, P. PATEY, 









































C. W. Campion, Esq.; J. F. Symons Jeunn, Esq. ; Clerk 





























PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons Sir CouURTENAY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.I., C.LE. 
Clerk- Assistant ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 
Second Clerk-Assistant——T. L. Wrsstrr, Esq. 
Principal Clerks—— 
Publie Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. Grepons Esq., C.B. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Office KF. St. GuorGe TUPPER, Esq. 
‘ teagan ee H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 
Senior Clerks- - C, Yowrr, Esq.; C. V. FreRE, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq.: Sir E 
DOYLE, Bart., 8S. L. SIMEON, sq, ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. Wiinciaiaciendaichs 
Assistant Clerks Horack West, Esq. ; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIR, Esq. ; ARTHUR H 
gr yr — A. Buu, Esq.; F. R. Wittiams Wynn, Esq.; W. E. Grey, 
“Sq. 3 : : JAN ae . y « 2 7 So . ‘ r r yy 
lee ie OLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. Bonp, Esq. ; H. C. DAWKINS, Esq. ; RK. P. 
Junior Clerks 























B. H. FELL, Esq.; R. E. CHILpers, Esq. ; J. Scorr Porter, Esq., 


F. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; W. 'T. Lecce, Esq., C. R. TURNER, Es W. K. G 

R LL, Ete I. LEGGE, Esq., C. R. NER, Esq.; W. K. GIBBONS 
Esq.; K. J.C, Moorsom, Esq. ; R. D. Rapextrre, Isq. 3 wep JOHNSTON Esq. 3 
J. Bartow, Esq. ; Hon. H. R. C. BALFouR. ; 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS--(C af.) — ix 


Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq., C.V.O. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. GossET, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant——W. H. ErsKINE, Esq. 

Office Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Chaplain to the House——The Ven. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——Hon. EpwArD GULLY, C.B. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDOS LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer——Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Collector of Fees on Private Billsa——C. L. LOCKTON, Esq. 

Clerk to Referees Sir E. H. DoyLe, Bart. 

Examiners of Private Bills——C. W. CAMPIon, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master-——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; Clerk——F. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. 

Vote Oftice—— 

Principal Clerk PHILIP SMITH, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——JOHN Poyser, Esq.; W. K. SANDERSON, Esq. 
Messenger——Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 

Librarian R. C. Waupo.e, Esq.; Assistant Librarian——A. E. A. W. Smytu, Esq. 
Clerks in Library Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART ; Messengers—~Messrs, 
A. FirMin, W. HAGUE. 

Shorthand Writer-———W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Printers 
Journals——G, E. Briscoe Eyre, Esq. 

Votes——J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 

Postmaster——Mr. I. LINCOLN; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper Mr. H. BULLOCK. 

Office Clerk in Committee Otfice——Mr. T. FIELDEN MITCHELL. 

Ottice Clerk in Journal Oftice Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers Messrs. C. DAVIE, H. JoNES, G. D. WELLER, J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD 
J. Ivory, G. NORMAN, J. SURREY A. SEPPLE. 

Doorkeepers Mr. M. INGLEFIELD and Mr. H HAMBLING. 

Messengers (Ist Class) Mr. C. WoopcraFt, Mr. R. Rospertson, Mr. J. HILus, Mr. J. 
SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. Spray, Mr. G. ANsTEY, Mr. J. H. Day, Mr. 
J. H&NDERSON, 

Messengers (2nd Class) Messrs. G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, A. HASKELL, 
z C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON, H. G. EMMETT, J. L. PHILIP, W. 
TINDLAY. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant——Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters Messrs. J. ORAM and J. HART. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 
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VOLUME CLVI. 


FIFTH VOLUME OF SESSION, 1906. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 26ra APRIL, 1906. 


The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock.- 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS 


PRovisionaL OrpER Britis (StanpING Orpers APPLICABLE THERETO Com- 
PLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz., Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time To-morrow .. and he 


PROVISIONAL ORDER Britis (No STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE).——Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, 
referred on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, 
viz., Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; London Govern- 
ment Schemes (London and Penge, etc.) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time To-morrow st. as 


Private Bitt Petitions (STANDING ORDERS NoT CoMPLIED wITH).—Mr. 
SpeAKER laid upon the Table Reports from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petitions for the 
following Bills, the Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz., 
Poole Corporation Water Bill; Sutton District Water Bill. 


Ordered, That the Reports be referred to the Select Committee on Stand- 
ing Orders oe os : ar is me a ne ee 


Page 











xii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


April 26.} 


Post Orrice Sites Birt (StanpiInc Orpers APPLICABLE THERETO Com- 
PLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, pursuant to the Order of the 
House of the 6th day of April, That, in the case of the following Bill, 
the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied 
with, viz., Post Office Sites Bill 





Thornton Urban District Gas Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—‘“‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to the Brig- 
house, the Guisborough, and the Hemel Hempstead Joint Hospital 
Districts,” presented by Mr. Runciman ; read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. — [Bill 
175.] ae 


Loca] Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Belper 
(Rural), Blaby (Rural), Ealing, Harrowgate, Ilfracombe, and Runcorn,” 
presented by Mr. Runciman; read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 176.] .. 


London County Council (Money) Bill.—‘To regulate the expenditure 
of Money by the London County Council on capital accounts during the 
current financial period and the raising of Money to meet such expenditure, 
and for other purposes,” presented, and read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Private Bitis (Group C)—Mr. Caw.Lety Reported from the Committee on 
Group C of Private Bills.—That for the convenience of Parties, the Com- 
mittee had adjourned till Monday next, at Twelve of the clock, 


Report to lie upon the Table 
PETITIONS. 


Coat Mines (Eicut Hours) Biti.—Petitions in favour; from Aberaman ; 
Ackton Hall; Blaennant; Bowling; Buckhill Pit; Bullgill Pit; Clifton 
Pits; Dowlais; Fforchaman; Hightown; Kippax; Manvers Main ; 
Newmarket; Oatlands Pit; Old Silkstone; Soothill Wood; Strafford 
Main ; and, Watergate Pit Collieries ; to lie upon the Table ‘ 


Diseases OF ANIMALS Act (1896) AMENDMENT Biti.—Petition from Sheffield, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table xe ‘ a oe a ws 


EpvcaTion (ENGLAND AND WALEs) Bitt (RELIGIous TEAcHING).—Petitions 
against alteration of Law; from Abberton; Abbots Morton; Accrington 
(two); Addington (two); Alberbury ; Aldborough (two); Aldermaston ; 
Alford; Alvechurch; Andover; Areley Kings; Ashton-under-Lyne 
(two); Asterby with Goulceby (two); Astley (two); Aston Rowant ; 
Athelhampton with Burlestone; Baguley (two); Baldock; Banham 
(two); Barbon (two); Barnard Castle (two); Battersea; Bedern ; 
Beetham (two); Belchford; Bergh Apton; Berrow; — Billingford ; 
Bilsdale (two); Birmingham; Birstall (three); Birtsmorton; Bis- 
hampton; Bishop Auckland (two); Blackley ; Bolton (two); Bosheston 
(two); Boxford; Brackley; Bradley; Braysworth; Brereton cum 
Smethwick; Bricklehampton; Brightwalton (two); Brixworth (two) ; 
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Broadwas ; Broome ; Broughton Astley (two) ; Brynamman (two) ; Buck- 
ingham; Bucklesham; Burgate; Burgh; Burnham (two); Burton 
Joyce; Bushley; Canonbury ; Carmarthen (two); Chalfont St. Peter ; 
Charlton; Charlton Horethorne; Chatham (six); Cilyewm (two) ; 
Checkendon (two); Chelford; Chorlton cum Hardy; Churcham and 
Bulley ; Claines; Clapham; Clapton (three) ; Clayton le Moors; Cleck- 
heaton (four); Cloughton (two); Cockerington ; Cofton Hackett ; Cold- 
harbour (two); Combs; Cranworth; Cranworth with Letton and 
Southburgh ; Crick ; Cropthorne; Cuddington; Cuddington and 
Cheam Common; Culham; Culmstock; Cwmearvan (two); Dafen 
(two); Darlington; Dartford; Datchet; Delabole (two); Denton 
and Haughton ; Derby (two) ; Dingestow ; Ditchingham ; Dorking (three) 
Dover ; Dudley ; Ealing ; Eardisley (two); East Challow (two) ; 
East Haddon; East Molesey ; East Tisted ; Ebberston and Allerton (two) ; 
Eckington; Elmore; Esher; Eskdale; Eweline ; Exeter; Farforth cum 
Maidenwell; Faversham; Finstall; Flyford Flavel ; Forncett St. Peter ; 
Forthampton ; Frampton on Severn (two) ; Frensham (two) ; Frostenden ; 
Gainford (two); Gargrave (two); Gilerux (two); Gillingham (four); Glyntawe 
(two) ; Godalming ; Gomersal (three) ; Goodramgate ; Gorslas ; Gorstas ; 
Gorton (four); Great and Little Hampton ; Great Cheverell ; Great Comber- 
ton; Great Hockham; Great Horwood cum Singleborough; Great Witcombe 
(two) ; Greenhill; Grendon (two) ; Guarlford (two) ; Guildford (two); Guils- 
borough; HalesOwen; Hallow; Hardingstone; Harringworth; Harrow (four) ; 
Hartlebury ; Haugh; Hazelmere (two); Hedgerly; Hedgerly Dean; 
Hemingby ; Henbury (two); Henley-on-Thames; Himbleton; Hindlip ; 
Holmwood ; Holt; Horwich; Hurst Brook (two); Ipswich; Irmham 
(two) ; Islington (six) ; Kensington (three); Kidbrook; Kidderminster ; 
Kingston-upon-Hull ; Kingston and Dormston ; Kintbury and Avington ; 
Kirkby Stephen (two) ; Knighton-on-Teme ; Leamington ; Leigh (three) ; 
Letterston (two); Lincoln (two); Little Comberton; Llanfihangel 
Aberbythych (two); Llangeler; Llangennech; Llanhennoch (two) ; 
Llanllowell ; Llannon (two); London ; Long Marton (two) ; Loughfield ; 
Ludborough ;  Ludgershall (two); Lusby; Marsworth; Meldon; 
Merrow (two) ; Mitchel Troy (two) ; Moorsby ; Muston (two) ; Newbold- 
on-Stour; Newbridge on Wye with Llysdinam (two); Newnhame ; 
Newton Blossomville; North Crawley (two); North Elmham; North- 
would ; Norton and Leuchwick; Nottingham (three); Nutfield; Nut- 
hurst; Oakley; Oare; Odisham; Okewood (two); Old Swinford ; 
Ombersley ; Ormesby (two); Ospringe; Overbury; Padgate (two) ; 
Pateley Bridge ; Paulton (two); Pentlow ; Piddletown ; Plymouth (two); 
Preston (four); Preston next Faversham; Rainbow Hill; Raithby by 
Spilsby ; Ranworth cum Panxworth; Rattlesden (two); Redbourne ; 
Redditch ; Red Hill; Revesby; Rochdale; Roscoe; Rougham; Rous 
Leuch ; Roxeth; St. Albans; Salwarpe; Sansthorpe ; Scamblesby cum 
Cawkwree ; Scremby; Scrivelsby cum Dalderby; Shalford; Shamley 
Green (two); Sheldwich Leys; Shelsley Beauchamp (two); Shenstone 
(two); Shepley (two); Shire Moor (two); Skirbeck Quarter; Smetter- 
ton ; Southampton (six) ; South Stoneham (two) ; Sparsholt ; Spilsby and 
Hundleby ; Stafford (three); Stamford; Staunton; Stepney; Stock- 
cross; Stoke Newington (six); Stoke Prior; Stoke Trister; Stone; 
Stonham Aspal; Stoulton; Stourbridge ; Stradbroke; Stretton (two) ; 
Swyncombe; ‘Thorpe Hamlet; Tumby; Tunstall (two); Twyning ; 
(two); Ulney; Upton-on-Severn ; Upton St. Leonard’s; Upper Arley ; 
Upper Sapey (two); Walsgrave; Wantage; Warborough; Warmfield ; 
Welford ; Welford cum Wickham; Werrington; West Ashby; West 
Gorton; West Hartlepool (three); Weston Longueville; Whaddon ; 
Whitley ; Whitson Goldcliff (two); Wichenford; Wick; Wilden; 
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Willington Haimer (two); Willoughby ; Witley ; Wolverley ; Wooburn ; 


Woodford ; Worcester (six); Wribbenhall; Yardley Hastings; and 
York; to lie upon the Table. - * ae 4 - ws 4 





EpvucaTion (PRovision oF MEALS) BILL.—Petition of the Personal Rights 
Association, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table .. ns es Ss 6 


Licensine (ScoTLAND) AMENDMENT Biti.—Petition of the Scottish Licensed 
Trade Defence Association against ; to lie upon the Table = a 6 


Licensinc (ScoTrLAND) AMENDMENT BiILi.—Petition of the Scottish British 
Women’s Association, in favour; to lie upon the Table .. a we 6 





Liquor Trarric Locat Vero (ScorLanD) BiLt.—Petition from Perth, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table .. a, ss es ri * Pe ae 6 


UNEMPLOYED WorkMEN Act, 1905.—Petition from Shoreditch, for altera- 
tion of Law; to lie upon the Table .. ~ ae ae Pe - 5 


VaccrnaTIon Acts.—Petitions for repeal; From Manchester ; Southport : 
and, Waterford ; to lie upon the Table - ee ne es ‘v 6 


RETURNS, REPORTS. ETC. 


Lanp Law (IRELAND) Act, 1887 (Eviction Noricres.)—Copy presented, of 
Return of Eviction Notices filed during the quarter ended 31st March, 
1906 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ‘ss re ¥ Ss 6 


IRELAND DEVELOPMENT GRANT Act, 1903.—Copy presented, of Report of the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland of all his Proceedings under the Act, for the 
year ended 31st March, 1906 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. 7 


Lapourers (IRELAND) Acts.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
12th March; Mr. O’Shee]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 135] ei és 3 es ioe i aa ab ee 7 


MacistRATES (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 22nd 
March ; Mr. Flynn]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 136] 7 





Contempt oF Court (IRELAND) (PERSONS CommitTTEeD.)—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 30th March; Mr. Mooney]; to lie upon the 


Table, and to be printed. [No. 137] ee. eo ae. ee ee 

Prisons (RELIGIOUS CREED OF PRiIsoNERS).—Return presented, relative | 
thereto [Address 26th March ; Mr. Hay Mors gan); to lie upon the Table, } 
and to be printed. No. 138.] “6 “e os ¥s ma 7 


Epucation (ScorLanD).—Copy presented, of Report and Papers relating 
to the Training of Teachers for the ad —_ 1904-5 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table... ; me: - ie 7 


TecHNicaL Epucation (ScoTLaND).—Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 6th July, 1905; The Lord aia ; to hie sas the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 139] ice 7 
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Post OrriceE (Money OrpERs).—Copy presented, of Postal Agreement for an 
exchange of Money Orders between the Post Office of Great Britain and 


Ireland and the Post Office of Switzerland, dated the 8th October, aati 
17th October 1905 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. ‘<3 ; 7 


Post OFFICE (Money OrpERs).—Copy presented, of Postal Agreement for 
an exchange of Money Orders between the Post Office of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and the Post Office of Hungary, 
dated 28th October, 1905-16th November, 1905 [by a to lie 
upon the Table a ; « 7 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL Sertes).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3564 to 3566 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table .. 7 és a es x we sl 8 


Harbour, etc., Bills (Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill.—Copy 
ordered, “of Report of the Board of Trade on the Kingston-upon-Hull 


Corporation Bill.”,—(Mr. Lloyd-George) sa - ms 23 - 8 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


PostInG OF TYPEWRITTEN CiRCULARS.—Question, Mr. Rufus Isaacs (Reading) 
Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton + aa oi ne “ os - 8 


EXEMPTION OF THE MEMBERS OF THE Society oF FRIENDS IN NATAL FROM 
Miuirary Service.—Question, Mr. Alden (Middlesex, Tottenham) ; 
Answer, Mr. Churchill ... a = me as es wm Pe 8 


RoyaL ENGINEERS AND ORDNANCE SuRVEY.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 
Patrick) ; Answer, Sir Edward Strachey es a Pe Po oe 8 


PriIntInG OF ORDNANCE SurveEY Maps.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Sir 
Edward Strachey .. es ae me ws ae ‘ wa Pee) |) 


Locomotives oN HicgHways IN ScoTLanp.—Question, Major McMicking (Kir- 
cudbrightshire) ; Answer, Mr. Sinclair .. - os we mt inc 


Leases OF InisH ForEsHORES.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Lloyd-George - oe os ee ee ee oe ee eo fi 


Tratnina InstituTIONs For Mipwives.—Question, Mr. Helme (Lancashire, 
Lancaster) ; Answer, Mr. John Burns ., ia ea ye a wie Ae 


DECORATIONS OF LorD BEACONSFIELD’s STATUE ON Primrose DAy.—Question, 
Dr. Shipman (Northampton) ; Answer, Mr. Harcourt .. ee oe oe 12 


Tosacco Imports Into Inp1a.—Question, Mr. Pike-Pease (Darlington) ; Answer, 
Mr. Secretary Morley ee as es ws - on — 


Irish Lanp PurcHaAsE.—Question, Mr. Glendinning (Antrim, N.); Answer, 
Mr. Bryce .. ee ee oe oe es ws oe oe « 


IntsH INTERMEDIATE EXHIBITIONS.—Question, Mr. Glendinning ; Answer, Mr. 
Bryce a “ ws oe ee es ee ee ee << - 


CHARGE FoR ARMOY WATER SuppLty.—Question, Mr. Glendinning ; Answer, Mr. 
Bryce __—.. oe ee ee ee es - ee ee o« 
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Tue Marcu oF THE Ist Burrs From Lypp To Dover.—Question, Mr. Channing 
(Northamptonshire) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane ; ‘ i: 

QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Tue Doveias Commitrer.—Questions, Mr. T. Hart-Davies (Hackney, N.) ; 
Answers, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Edmund Robertson, Dundee) 


GREENWICH OBSERVATORY.—Question, Mr. Ashley (Lancashire, Blackpool) ; 
Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson - i ‘ 


Nava ConstrucTion.—Questions, Mr. Alden; Answers, Mr. Edmund Robertson 
H. M. S. “Dreapnoveut.”’—Questions, Mr. Bellairs (Lynn Regis) ; Answers, 
Mr. Edmund Robertson si ws ne Y Ne : 


THE Expiosives ComMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Haldane, Haddington) 


METHOD oF Payine Army PENsIONS.—Question, Mr. J. M. Robertson (Norvhum- 
berland) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane : - Ga i ak 

ORDNANCE CoMMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Haldane 

Cost oF THE New Suort RiF_tE.—Questions, Mr. Weir and Sir Francis Lowe; 
Answers, Mr. Haldane ; 


Loca Option IN British CoLoniges.—Question, Mr. Lief Jones (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. 
Churchill, Manchester, N.W.) 5 i - ise me 


GENERAL BoTHA AND CHINESE CooLIE CriIMEs.—Question, Mr. Mackarness 
(Berkshire, Newbury) ; Answer, Mr. Churchill ae 


TRANSVAAL FINANCE.—Question, Mr. J. M. Robertson ; Answer, Mr. Churchill .. 


CoLontaL CONFERENCE.—Questions, Mr. J. M. Robertson and Sir Gilbert Parker 
(Gravesend) ; Answers, Mr. Churchill .. 


CuINESE Coo.igs 1n SoutH AFrica.—Questions, Mr. Mackarness and Sir Gilbert 
Parker ; Answers, Mr. Churchill oe 


TiBETAN INDEMNITY. —Questions, Sir H. Cotton (Nottingham, E.) ; Answers, 
The Under Secretary of State for India asia John Ellis, Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) .. we 


GREAT Britain, CHINA AND TIBET. iia Sir H. ame Answer, The 
Secretary of State for a Affairs - Edward Grey, Northumberland, 
Berwick) ; es ‘ a . 45 


INCREASE OF HeypTiAN caabiondiaaadaahs Mr. Gooch (Bath) ; Answer, Sir 
Edward Grey 2s ve oe ' ‘ es 


Macepon1a.—Question, Mr. Lynch (Yorkshire, W.R., Ripon); Answer, Sir 
Edward Grey sa . i re we es ey - 


TurkEY anD Ecypr.—Question, Mr, Lynch ; Answer, Sir Edward Grey on 


Lonpon PoticE AND THE PuBLic.—Question, Sir Philip Magnus (London Uni- 
versity) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home iss saan 
(Mr. Gladstone, Leeds, W.) ne - ‘ ‘ oe 
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Exmoura Buriat Dispure.—Question, Sir G. Ke'ewich (Exeter); Answer, 
Mr. Gladstone 


Post O¥rice Mart Carr Drivers.—Questions, Mr. Ashley, Mr. J. Ward 
(Stoke) ; Answers, The Postmaster General (Mr. Sydney Buxton, Tower 


Hamlets, Puplar) .. 


LIFE SAVING ON CoasTING STeAMERS.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney 
and Shetland) ; Answer, Mr. Kearley (Devonport) .. we ae aa 


WorKMEN’s TRAINS.—Questions, Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; 
Answers, Mr. Kearley ie 


Epucation Biti Frnance.—Questions, Mr. Ashley; Answers, The President 
of the Board of Educ .tion (Mr. Birrell, Bristol, N.).. 


EpucaTOnaL BIL Statistics, ~ Question, Dr, Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell = fs as a a ya a ne 


CERTIFICATED TEACHERS.—Question, Dr. Macnamara; Answer, Mr. Birrell .. 
ORPHAN Home ScHoo.s.—Question, Mr. Ferens (Hull, EK.) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell 


Powers or Loca. AvuTHoritiEs.—Question, Sir G. Kekewich (Exeter) ; Answer, 
Mr. Birrell “ ia re ae 3 es ‘ea yi is 


Fruir Cutrure.—Question, Mr. H. H. Marks (Kent, Thanet); Answer, Sir 
Edward Strachey wn = “ a” >». “ - “ie 


NeW GOVERNMENT BuILpiInes.—Question, Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston); 
Answer, The First Commissioner of Works.(Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire) .. 


Lonpon’s Parks.—Question, Mr. Cremer; Answer, Mr. Harcourt - n 


Houses oF PARLIAMENT—REFRESHMENT DEPARTMENT, WAGES OF EMPLOYEES. 
—Question, Mr. Morton (Sutherland); Answer, Mr. Jacoby (Derbyshire, 
Mid.) as 


PuysicaL DeETERIORATION.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, 
The Secretary for Scotland (Mr. Sinclair, Forfar’ ire) 


BALINKILL BurIAL Grounp.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Sinclair ar 


ConeesteD Districts Boarp Report.—Questions, Mr. Weir; Answers, Mr. 
Sinclair ei oe 9 es es ws ea 7 “ ea 


INVERNESS FIsHERIES.—Question, Mr. John Dewar (Inverness) ; Answer, Mr. 
Sinclair... ne 


Irish AGRICULTURAL ScHEMES.—Question, Mr. Ginnell (Westmeath, N.,; 


Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Cherry, Liverpool) és 
UnTENANTED Lanp.—Question, Mr. Ginnell ; Answer, Mr. Cherry we “a 


JUVENILE Prisoners IN IrRELAND.—Questions, Mr: Claude Hay (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton); Answers, Mr. Cherry .. ee as ie e- es ee 
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Cork Evicrep TENANTS—Caseé or Mrs. Mary Eacan.—Question, Mr. William 
Abraham (Cork County, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Cherry Ss an 


Case oF Patrick FoyLe.— Question, Mr. W. Abraham; Answer, Mr. Cherry 
CONDITION OF THE Roya CaNAL.—Question, Mr. Ginnell ; Answer, Mr. Kearley 


Kenmore Harsour.—Question, Mr. Boland; Answer, Mr. McKenna (Mon- 
mouthshire) 


NEW BILLS. 


Franchise and Removal of Women’s Disabilities (No. 2) Bill.—‘‘ To 
establish a single franchise at all elections, and thereby to abolish university 
representation and to remove the Disabilities of Women,” presented by Sir 
Charles Dilke ; supported by Mr. Bell, Mr. Byles, Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. 
Atherley Jones, Dr. Macnamara, Mr. Masterman, Mr. Money, Mr. Shackleton, 
Mr. Sheehan, and Mr. P. W. Wilson ; to be read a second time upon Friday, 

15th June, and to be printed. [Bill 177.] we = es 


Crown Lands Bill.—Sir George Kekewich, Mr. Dundas White, and Mr. Butcher 
nominated members of the Select Committee on the Crown Lands Bill, with 
Two Members to be added by the Committee of Selection.—(Mr. Whiteley.) 

Dean Forest Bill.—Sir George Kekewich, Mr. Dundas White, and Mr. Butcher 
nominated members of the Select Committee on the Dean Forest Bill, with 
two members to be added by the Committee of Selection.—(Mr. Whiteley.) .. 

Supp.ty [6TH ALLorTeD Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. Emmott (Oldham) in the Chair ] 
Crvit SerRvIcEs AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS FstimMaTEs, 106-7. 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
1. £602,700, to complete the sum for Customs. 


2. £1,429,500, to complete the sum for Inland Revenue. 


Civiz SERVICEs. 
Crass II. 


. Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding 
£7,290, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1907, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Depart- 
ment of His Majesty’s Most Honourable Privy Council.” 


Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ‘ 

The Financial Secretary of the Treasur ury (Mr. McKenna, Monmouthshire, 
N.) ‘ s - an 

Colonel Legge (St. George’ 8, Hanover Square) - sa - me 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £5,290, 
be granted for the said service ”—(Colone! Leqye.) 


Mr. Morton (Sutherland) , 

Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) ‘ 
Mr. Stanley Wilson (Yorkshire, E.R. , Holderness) 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ja 
Sir Francis Lowe (Birm’ ngham, Edgbaston) 

Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) .. a 

Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) 

Mr. Victor Cavendish (Derbyshire, W.) 

Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) ae 

Mr. Maddison (Burnley) 

Sir A. Acland-Hood (Somersetshire, WwW elling! on) 
Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) he 

Mr. H. H. Marks (Kent, sisi 

Mr. McKenna ‘ 

Mr. Paul (Northampton) i ee 
Mr. Lane-Fox (Yorkshire, W.R., Bark ston Ash) 
Mr. Stuart Wortley 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) . 

Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid.) 

Mr. George Faber (York) ; as 

Mr. Wi'liam Redmond (Clare, E.) .. 

Mr. Morton me 2 = 

Mr. McKenna ; 

Mr. Weir (Ross and C romarty) 

Mr. Walter Long (Dublin Co. S.) 

Sir Gilbert Parker 

Mr. Summerbell (Sunderland) 

Lord Turnour (Sussex, Horsham) 

Colonel Leqye 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 134; Noes, 232. (Division List No. 52.) 
Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. Claude Hay 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £7,190, 
be granted for the said Service.” —( Mr. Claude Hay.) 


Mr. McKenna 
Lord Turnour a so a a me 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 62; Noes, 293. (Division List No. 53.) | 


Original Question again proposed. 
Lord Turnour oe 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £7,090, 
be granted for the said Service.” —(Vis:ount Tur nour.) 


° 


Mr. H.H. Marks. 
Mr. Ashley gual Blackpool) 
Mr. McKenna 2 : 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. J. A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden) .. 
Mr. Bridgeman (Shropshire, Oswestry) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £7,140, 
be granted for the said Service.” —(Mr. Bridgeman.) 


Mr. McKenna 

Mr. Stuart Wortley 

Mr. Morton 

Mr. George Faber (Y ork ) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 73; Noes, 294. (Division List, No. 54.) 
Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. Claude Hay 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“* That a sum, not exceeding £6,790, 
be granted for the said Service.” —(Mr. Claude Hay.) 


Mr. McKenna : 

Mr. J. Ward (Stoke-on- 2- Trent) 

Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, S.) 

Lord R. Cecil (Marylebone, E.) 

Mr. Maddison (Burnley) 

Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S.) “ 
Mr. Rees (Montgomery Boroughs) .. 
Mr. Bridgeman iZ 

Mr. Seddon (Lancashire, Newton) . 
Mr. McKenna ve is eA 
Mr. Claude Hay 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


4 Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£25,243, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March 1907, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Civil Service Commission.” 


i ¢ Mr. Stuart Wortley ..  .. 4. es 
Mr. McKenna a oe ee ee 
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Mr. Victor Cavendish (Derbyshire, W.) .. ae - a ag 
Mr. Rees ‘ Pe ‘a - 8 
Mr. William Rutherford (Liver poo, | We ost Derby) a a oe 
Mr. J. Ward : is es jc. 
Mr. Weir - : ne ne ne ne - oe. ae 
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Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, 8.) 4a i we +a es -— 
And, it being a quarter past Eight of the Clock, and there being Private 
Business set down by direction of the Chairman of Ways and Means 


under Standing Order No. 8, further proceeding was postponed without 
Question put. 


Midland Railway Bill [By Order] —Motion male, and Question propose l, 


“ That the Bill, as amended, be now considered.” 


Mr. Morton (Sutherland) .. ee - - wi s, 
Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) * - ae - < Se 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question te 
add the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ’--(Mr. Morton.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) 99 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade -(M r. Kearley, Devon- 
port) ee se . : .- 101 


Mr. Weir (Ross and C 'romarty) on an es ‘vt + oi 
Mr. Barrie (Londonderry, N.) “ oe “4 es oe -. 102 
Mr. Everett (Suffolk, W ee ae * oe te os .. 104 
Mr. R. J. Price os ad i ws wa a co a 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill, as amended, considered ; to be read the third time. 


Suppiy. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 

[Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) in the Chair. ] 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £25,243, 
be granted to His Majesty, tocomplete the sum necessary to defray the 
charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1907, for the salaries and expenses of the Civil | 


Service Commission.” 


Mr. Ashley ; i a oi a7 ey + a -- 186 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum not exceeding £25,143, 


be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. Ashley.) 


Mr. McKenna 

Mr. Wardle (Stock port) 
Mr. McKenna ; 
Mr. Morton 

Sir A. Acland-H a 
Mr. McKenna 


Question put, and negatived., 


rrr 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


5. £39,699, to complete the sum for Exchequer and Audit Department. 


6, £5,589, to complete the sum for Friendly Societies Registry. 


Sir A. Acland-Hood 
Mr. McKenna 


Vote agreed to. 
7. £65, to complete the sum for the Mint, including the Coinage. 
Mr. Mitchell-Thomson (Lanarkshire, N.W.) 
Mr. McKenna a “ sis om “ ee 
Vote agreed to. 
8. £7,348, to complete the sum for National Debt Office. 
), £14,430, to complete the sum for Public Record Office. 


Mr. Ashley 

Mr. McKenna 

Mr. J. Ward 

Mr. T. L. Corbett 

Mr. Ashley .. 

Mr. Wm. Rutherford 

Colonel Legge - 

Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 
Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, 8S.) ‘ 
Mr. Thornton (Clanham) .. ee 


Vote agreed to. 


10. £1,000 to complete the sum for Public Works Loan Commission. 


Mr. Morton 

Mr. William Rutherford 

Mr. J. Ward : 

Mr. McKenna S ne ia ove re 
Mr. William Rutherford oa ‘a - che és 
Mr. Morton sty ice a ai 
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Vote agreed to, 
Resolutions to be reported. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £10,210, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1907, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Offices of the House of Lords.” 
Mr. Morton 119 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £5,210, 
be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. Morton.) 
Mr. Claude Hay 119 
Mr. Charles Craig 120 
123 


Lord Turnour 


And, it being Eleven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next; Committee also report 
Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Aliens Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 





Clause 1, 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next ee os 206 
Harbour, Etc., Bills (Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill).—Return 
presented, relative thereto fordered 26th April; Mr. —— eee: to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 140.] ; . 124 
Adjourned at seven minutes after Eleven o'clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 27raH APRIL, 1906. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Kidderminster ou = [Lorps].—To be read the third time upon Monday 
next ae a : = Be e Sa «« 32a 
Macclesfield and ennai ED Bill.—-Read the third “time, and 
125 


passed oe a és 
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New Mills Urban District Council Bill wail s CoNSENT ane —Bill 
read the third time and passed. . ; ‘ +“ Ke 


Uxbridge Gas Bill.— Read the third time, and passed 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill ; London Government Schemes (London and 
Penge, etc.) Bill.—Read a second time, and committed 


PETITIONS. 


Coat Mines (E1cut Hours) Biti.—Petitions in favour; from Barnsley Main ; 
Bedwellty Pits; Blackwood Pochir; Bloxwich ; Broughton Moor ; Caer- 
philly ; Cradley; Dearne Valley ; Denaby Main ; Denby Grange ; Dowlais ; 
Ebbw Vale; Fryston ; Grimthorpe ; Hemsworth ; Haigh Moor and Woolley 
Moor; Hazlehead ; Hill and Cakemore ; Hodroyd ; Howden Clough ; Lep- 
ton; Lofthouse ; Lye; Micklefield ; Mitchell’s Main; Park Hill; Primrose 
Hill; Primrose Main; Navigation: Newmarket Silkstone ; Ossett Round- 
wood ; Outfield Pit; Rotherham (No. 2); SavillesPit ; Seaton Moor Pit ; 
Stanhope Silkstone; Taff and Cynon; Tredegar; Ty Trist (No. 2); Wharn- 
cliffe Silkstone ; and Woolley Collieries ; to lie upon the Table , 


DisEasEs oF ANIMALS Act (1896) AMENDMENT Biii.—Petition from Ossett, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table 


EpvcatTion (ENGLAND AND WALEs) Biti.—Petition from Garden City, Letch- 
worth, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


EpvucaTion (ENGLAND AND WaALés) Bit (ReLicious TEAcHING).—Petitions 
against alteration of law; from Abergwili; Adstone (two); Ampney Crucis; 
Anerley (two) ; Ansford ; Ardsley (two); Ash Priors; Ashton; Bacton on 
Lea; Barnsby ; Barrington ; Barton on Humber ; Basingstoke ; Batcombe ; 
Bebington ; Bedminster; Belsize Park; Bishop’s Hull (two); Boothby 
Graffol ; Borstal (two); Brackley ; Brannston (two) ; Bredicot ; Bromley ; 
Brondesbury (two); Brockholes; Brookfield; Bucknell; Burleydam ; 
Burnage (two); Cadeby with Osbeston ; Cadham; Carlton le Moorland ; 
Castleton (four); Cawthorne (two); Cheadle Hulme (two); Chester ; 
Chipstable; Christchurch ; Church Lawton; Cinderhill; Clerkenwell ; 
Cockett ; Congresbury ; Cromhall; Crostwick ; Crowcombe (two); Cud- 
ham; Cuxham (two); Dalten in Furness (two); Dodford ; Down Ampney ; 
Easington (two); East Bridgeford (two) ; East Farndon ; East Finchley ; 
Kast Quantockshead ; East Tilbury; Egham; Egremont (two); Ella- 
stone; Emley (two); Farnborough; Farthingstone (two); Felthorpe 
(two); Foulridge (two); Framingham Pigot; Furnham; Gravesend 
(two) ; Great Yarmouth ; Grimsargh ; Halifax (five); Hampstead (three) ; 
Happisburgh ; Haynford ; Highgate Rise; Hinchley ; Horsham (two) ; 
Horsley ; Honley; Hoxal; Huddersfield (two); Huish Champflower 
(two); Hyson Green; Jackfield; Kilburn; Kingston upon Hull; 
Knodishall; Leasingham; Leigh; Llancarfan; — Landilo - Talybont 
(two); Llangain ; London (six); Lyncombe ; Maidford (two) ; Maidstone ; 
Marden (two) ; Martham (two); Martley ; Matson; Meltham Mills (two) ; 
Middleton (two) ; Milborne Port ; Mossley (two) ; Muchelney (two) ; Nails- 
worth ; Napton on the Hill; Naunton (two) ; Navenby (two) ; Neen Sollars 
with Milson (two) ; Nether Stowey (two) ; New Basford ; North Collingham; 
North Finchley ; North Hykeham (two); Northleach; Northleach and 
Eastington ; Northwood ; Nottingham; Old Basford; Old Cleeve (two) ; 
Old Radford ; Old Thornham; Ormesby (two) ; Orton on the Hill (two) ; 
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Ovenden ; Over Stowey ; Oving with Pitchcott ; Parkfield ; Pauler’s Pury ; 
Penarth (two) ; Penge(two); Penmaen; Penzance (two); Penrhiweeiber ; 
Phillack (two); Reynoldston (two); Rhossili (two); Rochdale (two) ; 
Rochester ; Runham (two); Rusholme; St. Buryan; St. Fagan’s (two) ; 
S.lford ; Shepscombe ; Shipton under Wychwood ; Sholing (two) ; Shrews- 
bury ; Siddington (two); Sketty (two); Skirbeck ; Southampton (two) ; 
South Crosland (two) ; South Hampstead (three) ; Stand (two); Stanton ; 
Stockport ; Stockton Heath (two) ; Stoke under Ham (two) ; Strood (two) ; 
Sunbury Common; Swansea (three); Thornes; Timberscombe (two) ; 
Wakefield; Walcot; Walthamstow; Wambrook; West Chinnock ; 
Weston-super-Mare ; Weybridge; Wheatley; Whitchurch (two); Wick 
Rissington ; Wilshaw (two); Winterbourne; Wispington; Wolverton ; 
Woodchester (two); Woolley (two); Wootton Courtney (two); and, 
Ystalyfera (two) ; to lie upon the Table of - 


JUVENILE SmokiINnG Biiu.—Petitions in favour ; from Edinburgh ; and Hamble- 
ton Hill; to lie upon the Table .. es i ne we ae me 


FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF WoMEN’S DisaBILitIrs Bi.t.—Petition from Ber- 
mondsey, against ; to lie upon the Table “ “ as ve ve 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) AMENDMENT BILu.—Petition from Edinburgh, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table a ea ae <a a a ea 


Loca. AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION OF WoMEN) Bi.t.—Petition from Bermond- 
sey, against ; to lie upon the Table 


LocaL AuTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION OF WoMEN) Biii.—Petition from Hull, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table 


PARLIAMENTARY ELEcTIONS (DISQUALIFICATION REMOVAL) Bitt.—Petition from 
Bermondsey, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


PARLIAMENTARY ELections (Hours oF Pott) Biti.—Petition from Bermondsey, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Vaccination Acts.—Petition from Bath, for repeal ; to lie upon the Table 


Votinc DisquauiricaTion (Poor Law) Removau Biti.—Petition from Ber- 
mondsey, in favour; to lie upon the Table 


, 
“ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


xxv 


Pag, 


128 


Minirary Expenpirure (Unitep Kinapom, CoLoniges, AND ForeEIGN CouNTRIES). 


—Return presented, relative thereto | Address March 27th ; Mr. Lehmann] ; 
to lie upon the Table 


128 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


SLEEPING SickNess IN CENTRAL Arrica.—Question, Mr. Rees (Montgomery 
Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Churchill dd 


Farr Waces CLavse.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, 
Mr. McKenna a Ae ne < i 
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SALARIES OF Poor Law OFricers.—Question, Mr. Horniman (Chelsea) ; Answer, 
Mr. John Burns ; ; a -s ¥“ - om i 





ERECTION OF CoTTAGE BY CorK Rurawt District Counctt.—Question, Mr. 
William Abraham (Cork County, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Bryce 


Lanp Susp-ComMissioners’ Decistons in RoscreA,—Question, Mr. Kendal 
O’Brien (Tipperary, Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Bryce 


CLosurE or Army Vores.—Question, Mr. Bellairs (Lynn Regis); Answer, 
Mr. Haldane + ‘ - 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Sir WitttamM Brampron Gurpon reported from the Committee of 
Selection; That they had nominated the following fifteen Members to 
serve on the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure in respect of the Workmen’s Compensation Bill :—Mr. John 
O’Connor,’ Mr. John Wilson (Durham), Mr. Fenwick, Mr. Wadsworth, Mr. 
Remnant, Mr. Parkes, Mr. Gibbs, Mr. John Tennant, Sir James Kitson, 
Mr. Wedgwood, Mr. Levy, Mr. Robert Balfour, Mr. Wilkie, Mr, Gill, and 
Mr. Seddon. 


Sir WiLL1AM Brampron GuRDON further reported ; That they had dis- 
charged the following Members from the Standing Committee on Law, 
and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure, in respect of the Workmen’s 
Compensation Bill :—Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Arthur Henderson, Mr. Ramsay 
Macdonald, Mr.’ Reckitt, The Lord-Advocate, and Mr. Hobhouse; and 
had appointed in substitution :—Mr. Chiozza Money, Mr. Walsh, Mr. Barnes, 
Mr. Robinson, Mr. Herbert Samuel, and Mr. Beauchamp, 


Reports to lie upon the Table 
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129 


130 


130 


131 


131 


Housing of the Working Classes Acts Amendment Bill.—Order for Second 


Reading read. 


Mr. Marcarness (Berkshire, Newbury) 
Mr. Winfrey (Norfolk, S.W.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.”—(Mr. Mackarness.) 


Mr. Abel Smith (Hertfordshire, Hertford) 
Mr. Brodie (Surrey, Reigate) 

Mr. Vivian (Birkenhead) ‘x 

Mr. Silcock (Somersetshire, Wells) .. 

Mr. Lyell (Dorsetshire, E.) .. “i 

Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) 

Mr. W. H. Lever (Cheshire, W irral) 

Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) 

Mr. Wedgwood (Newcastle-under- Lyme) 
Captain Hervey (Bury St. Edmunds) 

Mr. Strauss (Berkshire, Abingdon) .. 

Mr. Courtney Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) 
Mr. Walter Long (Dublin County, S.) : 


131 
137 


144 
148 
151 
153 
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157 
159 
161 
162 
164 
165 
167 
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The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. John Burns, Battersea) 171 
Mr. Rowlands (Kent, Dartford) es Pi a ae ae -- Fe 


Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) -. ss ms 3 * ‘a a 
Mr. Byles (Salford, N.) ; = - oe ae ws < 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed to a Select Committee. 


Merchant Shipping Acts Amendment Bill —Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. Jackson (Greenwich) .. ies Pa me - vs ow SR 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Mr, Cairns (Neweastle-on-Tyne) .. ‘i 7 wi we .. 185 


Mr. F. E. Smith (Liverpool, Walton) A 4 7 - « 
And, it being Five of the clock, the Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed on Monday next. 


NEW BILL. 


Grounp GAmeE.—Bill to amend the Ground Game Act, 1880, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Beale, Viscount Dalrymple, Mr. Lane-Fox, Major McMick- 
ing, Mr. Osmond Williams, and Mr. Erskine. 


Ground Game Bill.—‘‘To amend the Ground Game Act, 1880,” presented ac- 
cordingly, and read the first time; to be read a second time upon Friday, 
May I 1th, and to be printed. [Bill 178.] a wi ‘a és ‘= 


Whereupon Mr. Speaker, in pursuance of Standing Order No. 3, adjourned 
the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at three minutes after Five o’clock till Monday next. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 30ra APRIL, 1906. 


Several Lords—Took the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have not been 
complied with :—Poole Corporation Water ; Sutton District Water. 


Also the Certificates that the Standing Orders have not been complied 
with in respect of the petitions for the following Bills :—Ritz Hotel, Limited ; 
Crellin’s Patents. 
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And also the Certificates that the further Standing Orders applicable 
to the following Bills have not been complied with :—Metropolitan Police 
Provisional Order ; Scottish Provident Institution Buildings [H.L.] ; Epsom 
and Ewell Gas ; Dowlais Gas ; Merthyr Tydvil Gas. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table .. 


Great Western and Rhymney Railway Companies Bill [H.1.]; Cardiff 
Railway Bill [n.L.]; Barry Railway Bill [H.L.]; London and North Western 
Railway Bill [H.1.].—Report from the Select Committee, That the Committee 
adjourned on Monday, the 9th instant, until To-morrow ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways Bill [1.t.].—The Lord Chancellor in- 
formed the House that the Promoters do not intend to proceed further with 
the Bill. The orders made on 19th March last and the 3rd instant discharged. 
Ordered that the Bill be not further proceeded with ‘ nie ‘a 


National Assurance Company of Ireland and Yorkshire Fire and Life 
Insurance Company Bill [#.1.].—Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons - Ne * np ss x 6 ne ‘ie 


Seed Potatoes Supply (Ireland) Bill; Post Office (Money Orders) Bill ; 
Notice of Accidents Bill; Police (Superannuation) Bill. Brought from the 


Commons 


Carlisle Corporation Bill.—Todmorden Corporation Bill; Great Eastern 
Railway Bill; Bacup Corporation Bill; Cardiff Gas Bill; North East 
Lincolnshire Water Bill; Thornton Urban District Gas Bill ; Macclesfield 
and District Tramways Bill; New Mills Urban District Council Bill ; Ux- 
bridge Gas Bill. Brought from the Commons ; read 1" ; and referret to the 
Examiners .. 


County of Aberdeen (Monymusk Bridge and Road) Order Confirmation 
Bill [u.1.]; Wallis’ Divorce Bill [#.1.]; Crystal Palace Company Bill [#.1.]; 
Dover Harbour Bill [H.u.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to 


Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewerage Board Bill [1.v.].—The order 
made on Tuesday, the 13th of March, appointing certain Lords the Select 
Committee to consider the Bill, discharged 


Great Western and Rhymney Railway Companies Bill [x.u.] ; Cardiff Rail- 
way Bill [H.v.]; Barry Railway Bill [H.L.]; London and North Western 
Railway Bill [#...].—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the 
Earl of Verulam, the Earl of Eldon, the Viscount Hill, and the Viscount 
Colville of Culross be proposed to the House as members of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bills in the place of the Earl of Harrowby,the Lord Monson, 
the Lord Seaton, and the Lord Somerton (2. Normanton) ; read, and agreed 

Clacton Urban District Council Bill [#...] ; Newport Corporation Bill [1.1.]; 
West Yorkshire Tramways Bill [H.1.]; Bury Corporation Bill [H.1.]; New- 
castle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply Bill [H..]; County of Durham Electric 
Power Supply Bill [H.1.] ; Cumberland Electricity and Power Gas Bill [H.1.]; 
Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord Hamilton of Dalzell 
be proposed to the House asa Member of the Select Committee on the said 
Bills in the place of the Viscount Ridley ; read, and agreed to 
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Great Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill [.L.]; Maryport Harbour Bill 
[H.L.]; Railway Clearing System (Superannuation Fund) Bill [H.L.] ; Lanca- 
shire and Yorkshire Railway Bill [H.L.]; Crediton Lighting and Power Bill 
[H.L.]; Southport and Lytham Tramroad (Extension of Time) Bill [#.1.]; 
Portsmouth Water Bill [H.L.].—Report from the Committee of Selection, That 
the Lord Ravensworth be proposed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Lord Leigh ; read, and 
agreed to mr: ve ah 


Hull and Barnsley Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill [4..].—The Chairman 
of Committees informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was with- 
drawn: The orders made on the 8th of March last and the 3rd instant dis- 


charged, and Bill committed 


Haslingden Corporation Bill [#.u.].—The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn : The orders made 
on the 5th of March last and the 3rd instant discharged, and Bill committed 


Truro Gas Bill [4...].—The Chairman of Committees informed the House that 
the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn: The orders made on the 12th of 
March last and the 3rd instant discharged, and Bill committed 


South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill [#.L.].— 
The Chairman of Committees informed the House that the opposition to the 
Bill was withdrawn: The orders made on the 8th of March last and the 3rd 
instant discharged, and Bill committed .. 


Wallasey Tramways and Improvements Bill [#.1.].—The King’s consent 
signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments 


Penllwyn Railway and Road Bill [n.L.].—Reported from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments ee a ee ait 3 re a 


Portsmouth Water Bill [H.v.].—Witnesses ordered to attend the Select Com- 
mittee a m2 aid Sg my a ee a xs Be 


Great Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill [#.1.]; Clacton Urban District 
Council Bill [H..].—Witnesses ordered to attend the Select Committee... 


Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tramways Bill [#.L.]—Read 3*; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons .. ae ve aa 


South Lancashire Tramways (Extension of Time) Bill [1.1.]; Sheffield 
District Railway Bill [a.L.J—Read 3", and passed, and sent to the Commons 


PETITIONS. 


Epucation.—Petitions in favour of maintenance of existing religious teaching 
in Church of England schools of— 


1. Parents and guardians of children attending schools at Darwen; 
Darwen, St. John the Evangelist ; Darwen, St. John, Central ; Manchester, 
St. Stephen’s; Manchester, Stowell Memorial; Manchester, St. Peter’s, 
Westleigh ; Manchester, St. Wilfrid’s ; Manchester, St. Andrew’s; Man- 
chester, Christ Church ; Appley Bridge, Manchester ; Laugho, Manchester ; 
Hornby, Manchester; Ashworth, Manchester; Dobcross, Manchester ; 
Barrowford, Manchester; Holme-in-Cliviger, Burnley; Chorlton-cum- 
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Hardy ; Eccleston ; Hulme, St. Michael’s; Hulme, St. Philip’s ; Hulme, 
St. Mary’s; Hulme, St. John the Baptist ; Woodford, Chester ; Gorton, 
All Saints’ ; Pendleton, John Street School ; Oldham, St. Mary’s ; Newton 
Heath, All Saints’; Salford, St. Stephen’s; Fallowfield and Ladybarn ; 
Chorlton-on-Medlock, St. Luke’s ; Pendlebury, Christ Church ; Levenshulme, 
St. Andrew’s; Heywood, All Souls’; Scotforth, St. Paul’s; Burnage ; 
Todmorden ; Horwich ; Adlington ; Douglas, near Southport ; Walton-le 
Dale ; Overton ; Brindle Heath ; Flixton ; Loughton, Manchester ; Royton, 
St. Anne’s; Royton, All Saints’ ; Royton, St. Paul’s ; and Preston, St. James’. 
2. Petitions in favour of Religious Liberty, sound Religious Education 
for children according to the faith of their parents, and the maintenance 
of denominational training colleges, of teachers in schools at Holme-in- 
Cliviger, Burnley ; Darwen; Manchester, St. Stephen’s; Manchester, Stowell 
Memorial; Manchester, St. Andrew's; Newton Heath; Chorlton-cum- 
Hardy ; Douglas, near Southport ; Eccleston ; Hornby, Manchester ; Hes- 
keth, near Preston; Laugho, Manchester; Dobcross, Manchester ; Whit- 
worth, Rochdale; Gorton, All Saints’; Pendleton, John Street School; 
Barrowford, Manchester ; Newton Heath, All Saints’; Salford, St. Stephen’s ; 
Fallowfield and Ladybarn; Walton-le-Dale; Todmorden; Preston, St. 
James’; Royton; Levenshulme, St. Andrew’s ; Heywood, All Souls’; Scots- 
forth, St. Paul’s; Adlington ; Miles Platting, St. Luke’s; Brindle Heath ; 
Flixton ; Pendlebury, Christ Church; Hulme, St. Mary’s; Chorlton-on- 
Medlock, St. Luke’s ; Hulme, St. John the Baptist ; Droylesden ; Burnage ; 
Oldham, St. Mary’s ; and Bury (Elton), All Saints’. 


Read and ordered to lie on the Table. ie 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS—RECESS. 


The Lorp CuancELLor acquainted the House that the following Papers, having 


been commanded to be presented to this House by His Majesty, had been 
so presented on the following dates by delivery to the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments, pursuant to Standing Order No. CXLI., viz. : 


MINES AND Quarries.—I. General Report and Statistics for 1904—Part IV. 


Colonial and Foreign Statistics. Statistics relating to persons employed, 
output, and accidents at mines and quarries in the British Colonies and 
in Foreign Countries. (April 10.) 


If. Reports of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines under the Coal Mines 
Regulation Acts, 1887 to 1896, the Metalliferous Mines Regulations Acts, 
1872 and 1875, and the Quarries Act, 1894, for the year 1905. East Scot- 
land District, R. McLaren ; West Scotland, R. M. Ronaldson ; Newcastle, 
J. B. Atkinson ; Durham, R. Donald Bain ; York and Lincoln, W. Walker ; 
Manchester and Ireland, John Gerrard ; Liverpool and North Wales, Henry 
Hall; Midland, A. H. Stokes ; Stafford, W. N. Atkinson ; Cardiff, F. A. Gray; 
Swansea, J. T. Robson ; Southern, J. 8. Martin. (April 10.) 


Bankine, Rattway, AND Suipeinc Statistics (IRELAND).—Report on the 


Banking and Railway and Shipping Statistics of Ireland, for the half-year 
ended 31st December, 1905. (April 10.) 


TRADE Reports.—I. ANNUAL SERIES. 


No. 3549. Chile (Coquimbo). 
No. 3550. Austria-Hungary (Triéste). 


Puge 
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No. 3551. United States (Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, and Ken- 
tucky). (April 10.) 


No. 3552. Italy (Genoa). 

No. 3553. Columbia (Santa Marta). (April 11.) 

No. 3554. France (Réunion). 

No. 3555. Norway. (April 19.) 

No. 3556. Greece (Morea, Aetolia, and Acarnania). 

No. 3557. Argentine Republic (Buenos Ayres). 

No. 3558. Venezuela (Ciudad Bolivar). (April 19.) 

No. 3559. Greece (Corfu). 

No. 3560. Sweden (Stockholm and Histern Coast of Sweden). (April 20.) 
No. 3561. Turkey (Palestine). (April 21.) 

No. 3562. Egypt (Alexandria). (April 24.) 

No. 3563. Germany (Leipzig). (Apzil 25.) 

No. 3564. United States (States of California, Nevala, and Utah, and 


Territory of Arizona). 
No. 3565. Italy (Rome). 
No. 3566. Russia (Batoum). (April 27.) 


II.—MISCELLANEOUS SERIES. 


No. 646. Persia (Persian Customs Regulations). 
No. 647. United States (Turpentine Industry). (April 10.) 
No. 648. Italy (Agriculture of Tuscany). (April 21.) 


Post OFFICE.— 


I. Additional articles to the Money Order Convention between the 
Post Office of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and the 
Post Office of Denmark, dated 20th December, 1905, and 23rd January, 1906. 
(April 10.) 


II. Agreement between the Post Office of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland and the Royal Imperial Austrian Postal Adminis- 
tration concerning the exchange of money orders. (April 10.) 


III. Agreement for an exchange of money orders between the Post 
Office of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and the Post 
Office of Hungary, dated 28th October, 1905, and 16th November, 1905. 
(April 27). 


IV. Agreement for an exchange of money orders between the Post 
Office of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and the Post 
Office of Switzerland, dated 8th-17th October, 1905. (April 27.) 


Care or Goop Horr (OnservaTory).—Report of His Majesty’s Astronomer 


at the Cape of Good Hope to the Secretary of the Admiralty, for the year 
1905. (April 10.) 


Fire BRIGADES AND Fires, 1903 (ENGLAND AND WALEs).—Return relative 


to Fire Brigades and Fires in England and Wales, for the year 1903. (April 
11.) 


Austria-Huncary (New Customs Tarire (INTERIM STATEMENT) ).—Transla- 


tion of the New Customs Tariff of Austria-Hungary as modified by com- 
mercial treaties with Germany, Russia, italy, Belgium, and Switzerland. 


(April 11.) 
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Inp1a TRADE.—Tables relating to the trade of British India with British Pos- 
sessions and Foreign Countries, 1900-1901 to 1904-1905. (April 11.) 


Prisons (ScoTLanp) Act, 1877.—Twenty-eighth Annual Report of the Prison 
Commissioners for Scotland, being the Sixty-seventh Annual Report on 
Prisons in Scotland, (April 11.) 


East Arrica ProrectoraTe.—Return of grants of land in the East Africa 
Protectorate from Ist January, 1904, to 51st December, 1905 (in continuation 
of (Cd. 2331] Africa, No. 15 of 1904). (April 19.) 


Ucanpa Prorectorate.—Report on a botanical mission through the forest 
districts of Buddu and the Western and Nile Provinces of the Uganda 
Protectorate by Mr. M. T. Dawe, officer-in-charge, Forestry and Scientific 

» Department. (April 19.) 


ELectric Power aNnpD Suppty Bitts.—Memorandum by the Commissioners 
of Works. (April 19.) 


Srraits SerrLements, Hone Kone, Greravrar.—Further correspondence 
relating to measures adopted for checking the spread of venereal disease 
(in continuation of [Cd. 9253], September 1899). (April 19.) 


NATIONAL GALLERY, &c.. (SCOTLAND).—-Twelfth Annual Report to the Secre- 
tary for Scotland by the commissioners and trustees of the Board of 
Manufactures in Scotland, for the year ended 30th September, 105. 
(April 19.) 


Roya OpsERvATORY, EpinpurcH.—Sixteenth Annual Report of the Astrono- 
mer-Royal for Scotland. (April 19.) 


Crorrers Hoipines (Scottanp) Acts, 1886-1887.—Report by the Crofters 
Commission being for the year ended 31st December, 1905. (April 19.) 


TrapE.—Annual Statement of the Trade of the United Kingdom with Foreign 
Countries and British Possessions, 1905, compared with the four preceding 
years: Volume I. (Summaries, abstract, and detailed tables of imports 
and exports.) (April 19.) 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL INsTRUCTION (IRELAND).—Fifth Annual General 
Report of the Department, 1904-1905. (April 19.) 


Treaty Series, No. 3 (1906).—Treaty of commerce and navigation between 
the United Kingdom and Roumania ; signed at Bucharest, 31st October, 
1905, (Ratifications exchanged at Bucharest, 17th March, 1906). (April 


233.) 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (GREAT Britain).—Forty-ninth Annual 
Report for the year 1905 of the Inspector of Reformatory and Industrial 
Schools. Part I. List of Schools and detailed Reports. (April 25,) 


BoarD OF AGRICULTURE AND FIsHERIES (LoupING-ILL AND BRAxy CommIrt- 
TEE).—Report of the Departmental Committee appointed by the Board 
of Agriculture to inquire into the Aetiology, Pathology, and Morbid Anatomy 
and other matters connected with the diseases of sheep, known as Louping-IIl 
and Braxy. 
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Part I. General Report. 


Part II. Details of Investigation. ' 
Part III. Summary of Suggestions. (April 25.) 


Ecypt, No. 1 (1906).—Reports by His Majesty’s Agent and Consul-General, on 
the Finances, Administration, and Condition of Egypt and the Soudan in 
1905. (April 25.) 


Epvucation (ScortanD).—Report and Papers relating to the training of teachers, 
for the year 1904-1905. (April 27.) 


IRELAND DEVELOPMENT Grant Act, 1903.—Report of the Lord-Lieutenant 
of all his proceedings under the Act, for the financial year ended 31st March, 
1906. (April 27.) 


Lanp Law (IRELAND) Act, 1887.—Return of the number of eviction notices 
filed during the quarter ended 31st March, 1906. (April 27.) 


RalLway AnD Cana Trarric Acts, 1854-1894.—Seventeenth Annual Report 
of the Railway and Canal Commission, with Appendix. (April 23.) 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Boarp oF Epucation (ADMINISTRATIVE Counry OF NoRTHAMPTON ENDOWED 
CuHaArRITIES).—Report made to the Board of Education in the result of an 
inquiry into endowments subject to the provisions of the Charitable Trusts 
Acts, 1853 to 1894, and appropriated in whole or in part to purposes of 
elementary education in the administrative county of Northampton or in 
any part thereof .. 


Epucation (ScorLaNnpD).—Report of the Committee of Council on Education 
in Scotland, with Appendix, 1905-1906 


Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


Foreien Jurispiction Act, 1890 (S1AM).—Order passed at the Council held on 
April 4th, 1906, under the authority of a Royal Commission, entitled “ The 
Siam Order in Council, 1906.” 


Mercuant Suippinc Act, 1894 (CoLuisions ar SeA).—Order, passed at the 
Council held on April 4th, 1906, under the authority of a Royal Com- 
mission, making provision as to lights and signals of fishing vessels in 
substitution for those contained in Article 10 of the Regulations scheduled 
to the Order in Council of August 11th, 1884, as amended from time to time 


County Courts.—Rules, 1906 ; explanatory memorandum i a =e 


Potice (Counties AND Boroueus, ENGLAND AND WaALEs).—Reports of His 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Constabulary, for the year ended September 29th, 
1905. ee ee ee ee ee ee ee oe ee ee 
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Loca, Loans Funp (Accounts, 1904-1905).—Accounts of receipts and pay- 
ments by the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt, in 
respect of the capital and income of the local loans fund, for the year ended 
March 31st, 1905 ; together with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General thereon ioe ve * + res oe * , 





IrtsH LAND PuRCHAS:: FuND AccouNT (1903-1905) —Accounts of receipts 
and payments by the Commissioners for the reduction of the National 
Debt in respect of the capital and income of the Irish Land Purchase Fund, 
from November Ist, 1903, to March 31st, 1905; together with the Report 
of the Comptroller and Auditor-General thereon... - ee 


Pusiic Recorps (Prison ComMission).—Schedule containing a list and par- 
ticulars of classes of documents existing or accruing in the office of the 
Commissioners of Prisons and Directors of Convict Prisons, which are not 
considered of sufficient public value to justify their preservation in the 
Public Record Office - i ue i *" i i 


PotuinG Districts (County BoroucH or TyNemMoutH).—Order made by the 
council of the county borough of Tynemouth dividing the borough into 
polling districts .. 


SHop Hours Act, 1904.—Orders made by the councils of the following city, 
county, and county boroughs, and confirmed by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department fixing the hours of closing for certain shops in the city 
and county of Bristol ; county borough of Bolton 


PENAL SERVITUDE Acts, 1853-1891 (ConpirioNnAL LICENCE).—Licences granted 
by His Majesty under the provisions of the Penal Servitude Acts, 1853 to 
1891, to which are annexed conditions other than those contained in Schedule 
A. of the Penal Servitude Act, 1864, to Frederick Sadler, William Jones, 
James Kitching - ‘ : - 


Prisons, ENGLAND AND WALES (TREATMENT OF SELECTED MALE CRIMINAL PRIs- 
oNnERS).—Draft of rules proposed to be made by the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department under Section 25 of the Prisons Act, 1877, and 
Section 2 of the Prisons Act, 1898, appropriating Borstal Prison and part of 
Lincoln Prison to selected male criminal prisoners, and providing as to the 
treatment of selected male criminal prisoners between the ages of sixteen 
and twenty-one under special rules oe oe ee oe ee in 


Companies (Wrnping-up) Act, 1890.—Account showing receipts and expendi- 
ture on account of proceedings under the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, 
during the year ended March 31st, 1906 ax ve os ne wn 


Bankruprcy Act, 1883 (PROCEEDINGS).—Account showing the receipts and 
expenditure on account of bankruptcy proeeedings during the year ended 
March 31st, 1906 .. er Ys a Ms ag ar ae se 


GREEK LOAN oF 1898.—Account up to March 31st, 1906 .. oe “s a 


SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated April 12th, 1906, declaring that 
Robert William Street, boy, Ordnance Vessel “ Prudent” War Office, was 
appointed without a Civil Service certificate through inidvertence on the 
part of the head of his department. “ 
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Treasury warrant, dated April 23rd, 1906, amending warrant of 
September, 1887, relating to the grant of gratuities and allowances under 
Section 1 of the Superannuation Act, 1887 


EeypriaAN GUARANTEED LOAN oF 1885.—Account up to March 31st, 1906 
Puptic Recorps (IRELAND) Act, 1867.—Rules made under Seetion 17 of the Act 


Merropouiran Pottce.—Accounts showing the sums received and expended 
for the purposes of the Metropolitan Police and Police Pension Funds between 
April Ist, 1905, and March 31st, 1906. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


UNIVERSITIES OF OxrorD AND CAMBRIDGE Act, 1877.—Statutes made by the 
Governing Body of Sidney Sussex College, Cambridge, on December 29th, 
1905, amending certain of the Statutes of the college. 


Statutes made by the Governing Body of Merton College, Oxford, on 
December 9th, 1905 (and sealed on December 14th, 1905), altering and 
amending Statutes IIT., V., and VIIL. of the Statutes of the college .. ‘ 


Statutes made by the Governing Body of Corpus Christi College, 
Oxford, on (1) April 23rd, 1904 (and sealed on December 13th, 1905), amend- 
ing Statute 24 (6); and (2) December 2nd, 1905 (and sealed on December 
13th, 1905), amending Statutes 24 (6) and 32 (a) of the Statutes of the 
college. 


Laid before the House pursuant to Act), and to be printed. [No. 55] 
THAMES ConseRVANCY.—General Report of the Proceedings of the Conservators 
of the River Thames during the year ended Dec ember Sist, 1905, with 


Statement of the Accounts of the Conservators of the River Thames for that 
year: Delivered pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on th» Table 


WestTMINSTER BripGe AND THE THAMES EMBANKMENT.—Return respecting : 
Laid before the House (pursuant to order of the 8th of March last), and to 
be printed. (No. 54) 


Seed Potatoes Supply (Ireland) Bill.—Read 1"; to be printed ; and to be 


read 2" to-morrow (Vhe Lord Denman). (No. 56) 


Post Office (Money Orders) Bill. —Read 1"; to be printed; and to be read 
2" to-morrow (Lhe Lord Granard). (No, 57). a. - a oy 


Notice of Accidents Bill (No. 58). Police Superannuation Bill (No. 59).— 
Read 1*, and to be printed , - eis se “s a < 


Wireless Tele aphy Bill.— Order of the day for the House to be in Com- 
mittee, read, and discharged : ‘i ie be es : 


GERMAN GIPSIES IN SCOTLAND. 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. a re xe 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (Lord T weedmouth) i ae ee 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Five o'clock, till To- 
morrow, at half-past Ten o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 50TH APRIL, 1906. 


The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


London County Council (Money) Bill (Stanpinc OrpeRs AppLtcaBLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report 


from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz.—Lon- 
don County Council (Money) Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 


time 


Provisional Order Bill (No Stanpinc OrperRs AppLICABLE).—Mr. SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :—Land Drain- 
age Provisional Order Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 
to-morrow 


Provisional Order Bills (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO Com- 
PLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the following 
Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Order (No. 1) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) 
Bill. Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time to-morrow - 


Private BiLis Petitions [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NoT CoMPLIED WITH). 
—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petitions for the follow- 
ing Bills, the Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz. :—Crellin’s 
Patents Bill [Lords]; Ritz Hotel, Limited, Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That 
the Reports be referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders. . us 


Midland Railway Bill sii Consent SIGNIFIED).—Bill read the third 
time, and passed . ‘ iv — ie es en wh 


Kidderminster Gas Bill |Lorps] (By Orprer).—Read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments : ; a ss oF , ce 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill, “to con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for Ireland 


relating to the Urban District of Sligo and the Counties of Kildare and 
Limerick,” presented by Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland ; supported by 
Mr. Bryce ; read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 179].. 


North Berwick Corporation Order Confirmation Bill, “to confirm a 
Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 


Act, 1899, relating to North Berwick Corporation,” presented by Mr. Sin- 
clair, and ordered (under Section 7 of the Act), to be considered upon Wed- 
nesday = ss « - ee e ve ee 
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Cathcart District Railway (Superfluous Lands) Order Confirmation 
Bill, ‘‘ to confirm a Provisions! Order under The Private Legislation Pro- 
cedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the Catheart District 
Railway,” presented by Mr. Sinela‘r, and order. d (under Section 7 of the 
Act) to bo considered upon Wednesday ; -¥ te ; 


Electric Power and Supply Bil's.— Ordered, That the Memorandum by the 
Commissioners of Works on Electric Power and Supply Bills be referred 
to the Committes on the London County Council (Electric Supply) Bill.— 
(Mr. Hercourt) 


Corporation of London (Blackfriars and other Bridges) Bill, reported, 
with Amendments.—Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Wandsworth and Putney Gas (Removal of Sulphur Restrictions) Bill, 
reported [parties do not proceed ],—Report to lie upon the Table 


Gas Companies (Removal of setae seniiaenias Bill, oe — Report 
to lie upon the Table ae ae 


PETITIONS. 


CLERKS OF THE Peace anD County Councits Bitt.—Petition from Bury St. 
Edmunds, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table. . 


Coau Mines (E1cur Hours) Bitt.—Petitions in favour; From Aldwarke 
(No, 2); Brunteliffe; Bwllfa; Cadeby Main; Cwmaman; Dinnington ; 
Ellenborough ; Gelli Ilaf; Greasbro; Heckmondwike ; Hickleton Main ; 
Kiveton Park; Low Laithes; Moorhouse Guards; Nantymelyn Gray ; 
Old St. Helen’s; Robin Hood; Rotherham; Scholes; and, Silverwood 
Collieries ; to lie upon the Table 


EpucaTioN (ENGLAND AND Waters) Biit.—Petition from Stoke Bruerne, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 





Epvucation (ENGLAND AND Waters) BiLt (RELIGIous TEACHING),—Petitions 
against alteration of Law; from Ampfield; Arreton (two); Aycliffe ; 
Barton upon Irwell (two); Baschurch; Biggin; Biggleswade; Bellerby 
(two) ; Billingham (two); Birmingham ; Blackpool (two) ; Bournemouth ; 
Boxmoor (two); Burghclere; Burnley; Bury (two); Carlton Scroop ; 
Clifton ; Clifton Brighouse ; Cockayne Hatley ; Compton and Shawford 
(two); Croft; Deaf Hill cum Langdale ; Duddeston; Durham; Eggles- 
cliffe ; Elton ; Elwick Hall (two); Eversley ; Fair Oak (two); Fakenham 
(two); Fyfield; Grateley (two); Greywell (two); Hadleigh (two) ; Hamp- 
ton ; Hampton Hill; Hampton Wick ; bmaprats ; Harrold ; Hatherden 
in Andover (two) ; Hathersage (two); Hay (two); Hornsea; Houghton le 
Spring; Kelloe ; Kingsclere (two) ; Kingsley (two) ; Laverstoke : Lightcliffe 
(two) ; Margate ; Mirfield (two); Monk Hesleden, Morley cum Churwell 
(two) ; Newmarket (two); Northampton (two) ; Nottingham ; Rookhope ; 
Ruislip; St. Mary Bourne; St. John’s in the Vale (two); Savile Town 
(two); Sherburn ; Shincliffe ; South Helton; South Tidworth ; Stockbridge 
(two); Stoke Charity; Teddington (two); Ticehurst (two); Tostock ; 
Tredington ; Welton; Westbrook; Margate; West Stow; Whitchurch 
(two); Woolton Hill (two) ;"and Wouston _ to lie upon the Table 


EpvucaTIon oF DEFECTIVE CHILDREN (ScoTLAND) Bitu.—Petition from Edin- 
burgh, in favour ; to lie upon the Table s ee 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

LA 

Envowep CuHarities (ELEMENTARY Epucation) (NORTHAMPTON).—Copy pre- 
sented, of Report made to the Board of Education in the result of an Inquiry 
into Endowments subject to the provisions of the Charitable Trusts Acts, 
1853 to 1894, and appropriated in whole or in part to proposals of Elementary 
Education in the administrative County of Northampton or in any 
part thereof [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE Act 1877 (OxFORD).—Copy presented 
of Statutes made by the Governing Body of Merton College, Oxford, on 
December 9th, 1905, altering and amending Statutes HL, %, and VIII, 
of the College Statutes [by Ac ‘i to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 141.] . , ¥ ‘ ‘ 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE Act, 1877 (OxroRD).—Copy pre- 
sented of Statutes made by the Governing Body of Corpus Christi College, 
Oxford, on April 23rd, 1904, amending Statute XXIV. (b), and on December 
2nd, 1905, amending Statutes XXIV. (b) and XXXII. (a) of the College 
Statutes [by Act]; to he upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 142] _ . 


JNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CamBripGe Act, 1877 (CAMBRIDGE).—Copy 
presented, of Statutes made by the Governing Body of SidneySussex College, 
Cambridge, on December 27th, 1905, amending certain of the Statutes 
of the College [by Act]; to he upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 143.] 


MercHantT Suippine Act, 1894.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 4th 
April, 1906, making provision as to lights and signals of fishing vessels in 
substitution for those contained in Article 10 of the Regulations scheduled 
to the Order in Council of August 11th, 1884, as amended from time to time 
[by Act]; to le upon the Table .. 


ForeicN Jurispiction Act, 1890.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
April 4th, 1906, entitled The Siam Order in Council, 1906 [by sed to lie 
upon the Table : ne oe ate , a 


Pus.ic Income AND ExpeNpITURE.—Account presented, of the Gross Public 
Income and Expenditure in the year ended March 31st, 1906, together with 
the Balances in the Exchequer at the commencement and at the termination 
of the year, and the amounts received into or issued from the Exchequer in 
respect of Funded and Unfunded Debt created or redeemed in the said 
year [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 144] .. 


SUPE%ANNUATION Act, 1887.—Copy presented, of Treasury Warrant, dated 
April 25rd, 1906, amending Warrant of September 1887, relating to the 
grant of gratuities and allowances, under Section 1 of the Superannuation Act 
1887 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Ligh’? Rattways Act, 1896. —Copy presented, of Report of the proceedings 
of the Board of Trade up to the 31st December, 1905, and of the proceedings 
of the Light Railway Commissioners up to the same date [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. |No, 145] . “i 


Ratuway anD Cana Trarric Acts, 1854 To 1894.—Copy presented, of Seven 
teenth Annual Report of the Railway and Canal Commission, with saint 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table es , - 
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Potiine Districts (County BorovcH or TyNeMouTH).—Copy presented, of 
Order made to the Council of the County Borough of Tynemouth, dividing 


the Borough into Polling Districts [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. .. 213 
Suop Hours Act, 1904.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Council of the 

County Borough of Bolton, and confirmed by the Secretary of State for the 

Home Department, fixing the hours of closing for barbers’ and hairdressers’ 

shops within the borough [by Act]; to lie upon the Table... of - 213 
METROPOLITAN Pottce.—Accounts presented, of the Metropolitan Police and 

the Police Pension Funds for the year ended March 31st, 1906 [by Act] ; 

to lie upon the Table. and to be printed. [No. 146] .. ‘“s ri «« 28 
Epucation (ScorLanp).—Copy presented, of Report of the Committee of Council 

on Education in Scotland, with Appendix, 1905-6 [by Command]; to lie 

upon the Table. - “i “a “ss wis x “i -- 213 
Drumpbor, Counry Roscommon (Inquiry).—Return presented, relative th ereto 

[ordered April llth; Mr. James UO’ Kelly|, to lie upon the Table .. a« ahd 
Pusiic Recorps (IRELAND) Act, 1867.—Copy presented, of Rules made under 

the Public Records (Lrel and) Act, 1867, dated - 2nd, 1906 [by Act]; 

to lie upon the Table... - : his : - va -- 213 
FINANCIAL STATEMENT (1906-7).— 

Copy ordered, “of Statement of Revenue and Expeaditure as laid 
before the House by the Chancellor of the Exchequer when opening the 
Budget.” —(Mr. McKenna.) 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed, 
ee a a! ke ae ee ee ee ee 

East InprA (RatLway AND Irerication Works).—Address for “ Return 
showing the estimated position, as regards capital expenditure, of the 
several Railways and Irr gation Works under construction in India on the 
3ist dav of March, 1906, and the proposed expenditure thereon during 
1905-7 (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 163, of Session 1905).” 
—(Mr. Robert Price) a ‘a - - va as “5 ic “3 

EMIGRATION AND IMMIGRATION.—Copy ordered “ of Statistical Tables relating 
to Emigration and Immigration from and into the United Kingdom in 
the year 1905, and Report to the Board of Trade thereon.”—(Mr. Lloyd- 
George) as ie oe : Ae ar at -- 214 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 

NavAL SHIPBUILDING Designs.—Question, Mr, Bellairs (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, 

Mr. Edmund Robertson .. ee ‘i es és ine tay .. 214 

Court MartiAL ON Capratn GrRoGAN,—Question, Mr, Bellairs; Answer, Mr, 
Edmund Robertson es - vi vs 7 + : .» 214 

(LosurE or Navy Vores.—Question, Mr. Bellairs ; Answer, Mr. Edmund Robert- 
son .. ee va +t ta + +3 i “a we ss 215 
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Post Orrick ELECTRICAL PATENTS.—Question, Mr. Steadman (Finsbury, Cen- 
tral) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton... a vs oe ee ~- 215 
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SuHort Time at Hottoway Postan TELEGRAPH Factory.—Question, Mr. 








Steadman ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton i - 215 | 
GRIEVANCES OF OVERSEERS Crass, Lonpon PostaL ServIcEs.—Question, 

Mr. Steadman; Anwer, Mr. Sydney Buxton .. - % ie o» 24 
Betrast PostaL LEARNERS’ WAGEs.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, 

Mr. Sydney Buxton + = - ee es Re = a 
Pay or Post Orrick ADULT NigHT MEssENGERS.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’ Brien 

(Tipperary) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton... ae wie + -- 217 
SPEED OF Express Tratns.—Question, Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ; 

Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George “a - e = ‘a i «« S47 
Tot Bars.—Question, Mr. Arthur Stanley (Lancashire, Ormskirk) ; Answer, 

Mr. John Burns .. os ae a os ig ar ae .. 218 
Waces IN Royat Dockyarps.—Question, Mr. J. Williams Benn (Devonport) ; 

Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson ai sce oe wi i is ~ZL9 
Pouce Inspectors SoutcrrinG TESTIMONIALS ON RETIREMENT.—Question, 

Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) ; Answer, Mr. Herbert Samuel .. alg 
Ir1sH Poor Law Commission.—REPRESENTATION OF IRISH MEDICAL OFFICERS. 
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Business oF THE House (WAyYs AND MEANs). 
Motion made, and Question put, ‘‘ That the proceedings of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, if under consideration at Eleven o’clock this 


night, be not interrupted under the Standing Order (Sittings of the 
House).”—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 353; Noes. 88. (Division List No. 55) 


bo 
“i 
Ww 


Ways AND MEANs. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair. } 
THE BupGet STATEMENT.— 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Asquith, Fijeshire, BE.) .. .» 277 


Motion made, and Question propose, That for the increase of three-pence 
per pound payable on stripped tobacco under section two of the Finance 
Act, 1904, there shall, as from the first day of May, nineteen hundred 
and six, be substituted an increase of one halfpenny per pound ; and 
that the drawbacks allowed by the same Act on tobacco of the following 
description shall, as from the twenty-first day of May, nineteen hundred 
and six, be reduced by the substitution for the ordinary rate set out in 
the Table of Rates of Drawback in the Schedule to the said Act of the 
rate following (that is to say) :— 





8. d. 

In the case of cigars - . - - - - - the lb 3 1 

cigarettes - - - - a 

cut, roll, cake, or other manufacturel 
tobacco” - : - : - - a 2 li 
| snuff, not being offalsnuff — - - . «= 2 10 
| —(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer. 

| Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) a 4 “3 ‘a .. 308 
Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid.) oe Pe Ae Ree | 
Mr. Pike Pease (Darlington) 3 ste a “3 es OF 
Mr. Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) ae a ss aa <. 36 
Sir George Doughty (Great Grimsby) ‘ ais ‘ed « 2 
Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley) . PS + .. 319 
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Lord Willoughby de Eresby (Lincolnshire, Horncastle “s - -- dda 
Mr. C. Price (Edinburgh, Central) . : Pr a9 o. 336 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, N ewport) - ws a -- dal 
Mr. Holden (Lancashire, Heywood) ay os *s + oo 33O 
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Mr. Wardle (Stockport) as 

Mr. W. H. Lever (Cheshire, W irral) 

Mr. Carlile (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) 

Mr. W. pha (Warwickshire, Nuneaton) 

Mr. Ridsdale (Brighton) - ot es 53 es es 
Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) - « és - os 
Mr. Chiozza Money (Paddington, N ) “ ee ; 
Mr. Bridgeman (Shropshire, Oswestry) ; 

Mr. Mitchell-T homson (Lanarkshire, N.W.) i a - Ke 
Mr. Meysey-Thom me —— Hand: ais ia es a Ku 
Mr. Asquith bea - 


Question put, and agreed to. 


ConTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL Customs DutTIEs on Topacco, BEER, AND 
Sprrits.—Resolved, That the additional Customs duties on tobacco, beer, 
and spirits imposed by Sections two, three, four, and five of the Finance Act, 
1900 (including any increased duties imposed by Section five of that Act), 
shall continue to be charged until the first day of July, nineteen hundred and 
seven.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


CoNTINUATION OF ADDITIONAL ExcIsE Duties ON BEER AND Spirits.—Resolved, 
That the additional Excise duties on beer and spirits imposed by Sections 
six and seven of the Finance Act, 1900, shall continue to be charged until the 
first day of July, nineteen hundred and seven.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer.) 


PERMANENT ANNUAL CHARGE.—Resolved, That the permanent annual charge for 
the National Debt for the current financial year be twenty-eight and a half 
stead of twenty-eight million pounds.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Cana InpEMNiIty.—Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the application 
in like manner as the new sinking fund is applied of any sums paid into the 
Exchequer on account of the China Indemnity.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer.) 


Income-Tax.—Resolved, That Income-tax shall be charged, for the vear beginning 


the sixth day of April, nineteen hundred and six, at the rate of one shilling 
in the pound.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


AMENDMENT OF Law.—Resolved, That it is expedient to amend the law rel ting 
to the National Debt, Customs, and Inland Revenue.—(Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer.) 

Resolutions to be reported ‘To-morrow ; Committee to sit again To-morrow. 


Allotments (London) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Lord Willoughby de Eresby 
Mr. J. Williams Benn (Devonport) .. - a a ‘ 
Colonel Legge (St. George’s, Hanover Square) ee oe «e “s 


Page 


341 
343 
344 
346 
346 
348 
3D5 
309 
361 
O64 
DOD 


367 
368 
368 








] 


oe 











TABLE OF CONTENTS. xlvii 


May 1.} 
And, it being Eleven of the Clock, the debate stoo | adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Wednesd ty. 


Adjourned at eight minutes after Eleven o’cloc. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, Ist MAY, 1906. 


SPEAKER OF THE House.—The Lord Privy Seal (M. Ripon) acquainted the House 
that His Majesty had (by Commission) appointed the Earl of Onslow Speaker 
of the House in the absence of the Lord Chancellor. The said Commission 
was read 


SPEAKER OF THE House.—The Lord Privy Seal (M. Ripon) acquainted the House 
that His Majesty had (by Commission) appointed the Lord Loreburn Speaker 
of the House ; in the absence of the Lord Chancellor, the Earl of Onslow, 
the Earl of Halsbury, the Earl Waldegrave, the Lord Ribblesdale, and the 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh. The said Commission was read. . - 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Lorp TREDEGAR’S SuPPLEMENTAL Estate.—Petition for a Private Bill; 
together with a copy of the proposed Bill annexed thereto ; read, and referred 
to two English judges 


THe Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table th Certificates from the Examiners that the further 
St nding Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with :-— 
Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London, No, 1.) [H.L.]; 
Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Kesteven, etc.) [H.L.}. 
Watford Gas. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table .. 


Clacton Urban District omen = Ue L. I —A witness ordered to attend the 
Select Committee .. xe ve ae ae 


Great Northern Railway sehen Bill Ie. iis ke —A witness ordered to attend 
the Select Committee = : se < es 


Cambrian Railways Bill Us. L.].—A witness ordered to attend the Select Com- 
mittee we ar ‘ ae Pe ne RE ee oe ae 


SHREWSBURY CorPorATION Water Bitt Rirz Horet, Liurrep.—(Petition for 
Bill), Crellin’s Patents—(Petition for Bill), Poole Corporation Water Bill ; 
Sutton District Water Bill.—Examiner’s Certificates of non- -compliance 
with the Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Monday next 


Scottish Union and National Insurance Company Bill [1.t.|.—Petition for 
additional provision ; of the Scottish Union and National Insurance Com- 
pany under their Common Seal together with the proposed amendments 
annexed thereto ; read, and referred to the Examiners ee ee 
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MITTEEs informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. 

The orders made on the 12th of March and the 3rd of — last sistiadiati 

and the Bill committed - - 370 


Crediton Lighting and Power Bill [1.L.]|—The Cuarrman or CoMMITTEES 
informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn: the 
orders made on the 12th of March and the 3rd of ee last a and 
the Bill committed pe 370 


Scottish Provident Institution Buildings Bill [u.1.]—Read 2... -. $70 | 





Midland Railway Bill.—Brougnt from the Commons ; read ls, and referred 


to the Examiners 5 ve : ae Se Ss .. 310 | 
Kidderminster Gas Bill [1.t.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with | 

amendments ; the said amendments considered and agreed to... 370 
PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Report from the } 


Committee of Selection, that the following Lord be proposed to the House 
as a member of the panel of Lords to act as Commissioners under the Act, 
viz.: Duke of Argyll, agreed to; and the said Lord appointed accordingly 370 | 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Devon, etc.) Bill 





[H.L].—A Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of 

Education under the Education Acts 1870 to 1903, to enable the councils of 

the administrative counties of Devon and the West Riding of Yorkshire to 

put in force the Lands Clauses Acts. Was presented by the Lord Presi- 

dent (Earl Crewe) ; Read la; to be printed, and referred to the Examiners. 

(No. 61.) .. ats is uss a6 oe Be ue .. 370 

I 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

TURKEY, 2 (1906).—Further paper respecting the affairs of South-Eastern 

~=sili ae continuation of Turkey, No. 1. (1906)... ae we «- Sil 
TRADE Reports : ANNUAL SERIES.— 

No. 3567. France (Calais). 

No. 3568. Portugal (Beira). 

No. 3569. Turkey (Beirut and the Coast of sti 

No. 3570. Denmark (Iceland). “a a .- oe » S71 
INTERMEDIATE Epucation Boarp (IRELAND).—Annual Report for the year 

1905. | 

Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table... .. 371 

Jicut Rattways Act, 1896.—Keport of the proceedings of the Board of Trade 

up to the 31st December, 1905, and of the binned of the _— we 

Commissioners up to the same date. 371 

Of 


NaTIONAL ScHOOL TEACHERS (IRELAND) PENSION Funp.—Accounts of receipts 
and payments in respect of the capital and income of the above fund, for the 
year ended 3lst December, 1905. | 


t Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table .. 371 
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Public Health Acts (Amendment) Bill [4.L.]. Now Pusiic Heattn Acte 
(Burtpine Bye-Laws) Bitt [#.L.].—Reported from the Standing Committee 


with Amendments. The Report thereof to be received on Thursday next 
and Bill to be printed as amended (No. 60) = 7 - oe 371 


Post Office (Money Orders) Bill.—Order of the day for the Second Reading, 


read and discharged. 


Tue TipeTan AGREEMENT. 





The Marquess of Lansdowne .. 372 
The Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs ( (Lord Fitemaurice) .. 372 


MACEDONIA. 


Lord Monkswell ae a f. ed rae és = «x “ata 
| Lord Fitzmaurice a De ae wa ae a a ae ate 


Seed Potatoes supply (Ireland) Bill —[{Seconp Reapine.]—Order of the 
day for the Second Reading read. 


| Lord Denman - *s x ae ea ie wh .. 373 
| Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.’—(Lord Denman.) 
Lord Ashbourne asi i a a Pe % ie .. dit 


On Question, Bill read 2. (according to order), and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday next. 


INSURANCE CoMPANIES’ FuNDS 


Moved, * That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire and report what 

steps should be taken, by deposit of funds or otherwise, to provide 
adequate security for British policy holders in Life Insurance Companies 
which have their chief office outside the United Kingdom, but which 
carry on business in this country.”—(The Earl of Granard.) 


Lord Ashbourne Ss . af Ls By ae a .. S94 
The Earl of Granard a Se he: ay. o e .- 31d 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Moved, “ That the Lords following be named of the Committee :]/L. Balfour, 
L. Stanley of Alderley, L. St. Oswald, L. Grimthorpe, L. Burghclere.”— 
(Zhe Earl of Granard.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


The Committee to meet on Monday next, at half-past Three o’clock, and 
to appoint their own Chairman. 





EcyprtiaNn Bounpary DISsPure. 


Lord Monkswell ne me =e es a oe be 375 
Tord Fitzmaurice .. es oP xe ae aa Pe oe aaa 


House adjourned at a quarter before Five o'clock, t« Thursday 
next, half-past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, Ist MAY, 1906. 
The House met at 2.45 p.m. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Land Drainage Provisional Order Bill. 
Read a second time, and ccmmniaeed 


Private Britis (Grove E).—Mr. Nussey reported from the Committee on 
Group E of Private Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, the Com- 
mittee had adjourned till Monday next, at Eleven of the clock, 

Report to lie upon the Table... a ~ es bs es 


StanpInG OrpErRs.—Resolution reported from the Select Committee, ‘ That, 
in the case of the Sutton District Water, Petition for Bill, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted to pro- 
ceed with their Bill” 


Resolution agreed to 


London County Buildings ouniline sata with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table ay ee Pr ‘8 ie 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act 
to authorise the Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tramways Compary 
to acquire lands for road widenings ; to abandon a portion of their autho7- 
ised tramways ; and to construct other works in lieu thereof; to extend 
the period limited for construction of works and land purchases ; to authorise 
the Corporation of Wigan to purchase portions of tramways; and for 
other purposes.” [Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tramways Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, ** An Act to extend the time for purchasing lands ; 
and for the construction and completion of certain tramways, street widen- 
ings, and works authorised by the South Lancashire Tramways Acts 1900, 
1901, and 1903; and for other purposes.” [South Lancashire Tramways 
(Extension of Time) Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to authorise the Sheffield Districe 
Railway Company to enter into and carry into efiect working and other 
agreements ; and for other purposes.” [Sheffield District Railway Bil 


[Lords]. 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to effect a fusion of the life assur- 
ance and annuity business of the National Assurance Company of Ireland 
with the undertaking of the Yorkshire Fire and Life Insurance Company ; 
and for other purposes.” [National Assurance Company of Ireland and 
Yorkshire Fire and Life Insurance Company Bill [Lords. ] 


Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tramways Bill [Lords] ; South Lancashire 
Tramways (Extension of Time) Bill [Lords]; Sheffield District Railway 
Bill [Lords] ; National Assurance Company of Ireland and Yorkshire Fire 
and Life Insurance Company Bill!Lords]. Read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 











Luge 
v3 
| 
& 
oll | 
( 
t 
wid | I 
| 
Ep 
Fe 
O77 
| Mu 
Ixt 








TABLE OF .CONTENTS. hi 


May 1] 


PETITIONS. 


Inrant Lire PRotection.—Petition from Fareham, for alteration of Law; to 
lie upon the Table os its - #3 ‘4 a - .. 378 





{ Lanp Vatvues Taxation, Erc. (ScoTtanp), Brrt.—Petition from Paisley, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table .. - es on Ee ie ~< one 


Liquor Trarric LocaL Veto (ScorLtanp) Biti.—Petition from Paisley, in 
favour; tolieuponthe Table .. a a ad ~3 oe es 379 


Sq 


Coat Mines (E1cut Hours) Bitt.—Petitions in favour: From Carlton Main ; 
Church Lane; Frystone ; Glasshoughton ; Leeds Central (B); Lochgelly ; 
Monk Bretton; New Oaks; Pontefract; Radstock; South Heindley ; 
and Whythemoor Pits Collieries, to lie upon the Table - re eee ( 


Docs Bitt.—Petition from Paisley, in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. a ee 


EpucaTION (ENGLAND AND Wates) Biti (Reticious TEAcHING).—Petitions 
against alteration of Law: From Alburgh; Aldeburgh on Sea (two) ; 
Alton (four) ; Alverstoke (two) ; Badwell Ash (two) ; Bailbrook ; Barnsley ; 
Barnstaple and Sherwell; Barton; Bentley; Bentworth (two); Bexhill 

qi (two); Bigby (two); Bodiam; Bradford; Brancaster (two); Brierfield ; 

Broadwater Down (two); Broughton; Buckland Dinham; Buckland 

St. Mary; Buriton; Burmarsh (two); Caundle Purse (two); Charlynch ; 

- Cheetham (three) ; Cheetham Hill; Chilton Moor; Clevedon ; Closworth ; 

x Combe Down ; Creech St. Michael (two) ; Crookham (two) ; Crowborough ; 

Dalton le Dale; Denham (two); Eastham; East Malling (two); Easton 

in Gordano; East Winch (two); Eastwood; Eppleton; Evershot ; 

Ferry Fryston; Foleshill; Frome (three); Freme Selwood ; Froxfield ; 

Froyle; Gayton le Marsh; Godmanchester; Greatham; Great Tew ; 

Haverfordwest (three) ; Hepworth ; Herrington ; Hersham (two) ; Holborn ; 

Holcombe ; Huddersfield (two); Llanrhian (two); London (three) ; 

Lumley ; Marnham (two); Morley St. Botolph ; New Basford ; Nutley ; 

Old Alresford ; Paddington (four); Peasemore ; Penshaw (two) ; Playden 

(two); Ripponden; Rishworth; Rotherfield; Roxby cum _ Risby; 

Ryhope (two) ; Salford (three) ; Shedfield (two); Silksworth ; Souhwark 

(three); Spaxton; Spitalfields; St. Athan (two); St. Marylebone ; 

Stockport; Stoke Ash; Tenby; Thorn Faulcon (two); Toppesfield ; 

Trent (two); Tunbridge Wells (two); Vaynor (two); Warblington ; 

Waterloo Ashton; Westend; West Hatch; West Malling (two); Weston 

Bath ; Whitechapel ; Whitestaunton ; Wingfield; Winnick; Wintertotn ; 

Wolborough ; and, Yaxley (two); to lie upon the Table -- oo 


$< 


EpvucaTION (PROVISION oF Meats) Biti.—Petition from Paisley, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table a ‘ = vi ai ‘i £s .. 380 


FERTILISERS AND Feepine Sturrs Act (1895) AMENDMENT BiLt.—Petition 
from Paisley, in favour ; to lie upon the Table oh Be are -. 380 





onn RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


oid | 
| Minirary Expenpiture (UNITED Krinapom, CoLoniges, AND Foreign Covun- 
TRIES).—Return [presented 27th April] to be printed. [No. 148] .. .. 9380 


| InreRMEDIATE EpucaTioN (IRELAND).—Copy presented of Report of the 
Intermediate Education Board for Ireland for the year 1905 [by Command] ; 
578 to lie upon the Table ie “ . ss ws ‘i +a «~ 00 


@2 









lii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
May 1.) 


NATIONAL ScHooL TEACHERS (IRELAND PENsIon FuNnD).—Annual Accounts 
presented, of Receipts and Payments for the year ended 31st December, 1905 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


JupiciaL Sratistics (ENGLAND AND WALEs).—Copy presented, of Judicial 
Statistics for England and Wales, 1904. Part I. (Civil Judicial Statistics) 
edited by Sir John Macdonnell, C.B., LL.D., Master of the Supreme Court 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table a i st, “x a6 


EMIGRATION AND Immicration.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
30th April; Mr. Lloyd-George]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 149.] .. ne ae ne - Bh a me se Eye 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3567 to 3570 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table : oy 
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Gas UNDERTAKINGS.—Return ordered, “ relating to all authorised Gas Under- 
takings in the United Kingdom, other than those of Local Authorities for 
the year ended the 51st day of December, 1905 (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 320, of Session 1905).”—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 
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Marine Insurance Bill [Lorns]. 
Reported, from the Standing Committee on Law, &e., with Amendments. 
Report to lie upon the Table and to be printed. [No. 150.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
150.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee) to be taken into consideration 
upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 182.] —.. ‘3 oe 


SeLeEcTIon (StanpING ComMITTEES).—Sir Winttiaw Brawpton GurDGY re- 
ported from the Committee of Selection; Thatthey had discharged the 
following Members from the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of 
Justice, and Legal Procedure, in respect of the Workmen’s Compensation 
Bill :—Sir Benjamin Stone, Dr. Macnamara, and Sir Edward Clarke ; and 
had appointed in substitution: Mr. Cochrane, Mr. Cory, and Sir Robert 
Ropner. 


Sir Witttam Brampton Gurpon further reported ; That they had 
discharged the following Member from the Standing Committee on Trade 
(including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures, in respect 
of the Merchant Shipping Acts Amendment (No. 2) Bill: Mr. Osmond 
Williams, and had appointed in substitution: Mr. Owen Philipps. 


Reports to lie upon the Table es os ia “ - ». 422 


NEW BILL. 

Light Railways Bill.—“ T: continue and amend ‘The Light Railways Act, 
1896,” presented by Mr. Lloyd-George; to be read a second time 
To-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 181.] .. es 7 a oe 423 

Ways AND Mans. 

Considered in Committee, 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Emmorrt (Oldham) in the Chair.] 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That there shall be charged, on and 
after the fourteenth day of May, nineteen hundred and six, until the 
fourteenth day of May, nineteen hundred and seven, in lieu of the duty 
= payable on tea, the following Customs import duty on tea (that is to 
say) :— 


Tea = 4 - - - - - the pound Five pence.” 
—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. a Fifeshire, E.) 42 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) w - 7 an 
Mr. Asquith i me oe me ne ws oe .. 4 
45 
45 


Sir Robert Ropner (Stockton) 


Mr. Cowan (Surrey, Guildford) : ae es ae oa a; 38 
Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) art a ae ay .. 441 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EF.) es ss - & we ~ .. 447 
Sir William Holland (Yorkshire, W.R.. Rotherham) ie Pe -- 400 
Mr. J. Chamberlain (Birmingham, W.) .. a ay ~ .. 452 
Mr. Asquith ae we ae re ay on <a .. 466 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, that there shall be charged, on and after the fourteenth day 
of May, nineteen hundred and six, until the fourteenth day of May, nine- 
teen hundred and seven, in lieu of the duty now payable on tea, the follow- 
ing Customs import duty on tex (that is to say) :— 


Tea : 5 : 3 . - - - the pound Five pence. 
-(Mr. Chancellor of the Eechequer.) 
tesolution to be reported To-morrow ; Committee to sit again To-morrow. 
[Ways anp Means [307TH Aprit]—Repvort. | 
[Mr. Emnorv, the Deputy Speaker, in the chair. ] ' 
Resolution reported. 
ALTERATION OF Dury on Strriprep Toracco AND oF DRAWBACKS ON TOBACCO. 
1. “ That for the increase of three pence per pound payable on stripped 
tobacco under section two of The Finance Act, 1904, there shall,as from the 
first day of May, nineteen hundred and six, be submitted an increase of one 
halfpenny per pound - and that the drawbacks allowed by the same Act 
on tobacco of the following description shall, as from the twenty-first day of 
May, nineteen hundred and six, be reduced by the substitution for the 


ordinary rate set out in the Table of Rates of Drawbacks in the schedule to 
the said Act of the rate following (that is to say) :— 


In the case of cigars - - - - - - - the lb. 3 1 
4 cigarettes - - - - - - % (i eG 
cut, roll, cake, or other manufactured tobacco ,, 2 I1 


In tie -ase of snuff, not being offal snuff - - - = +, Die 
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CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL Customs DuttEs on ToBacco, BEER, AND SpIrRitTs. 


2. * That the additional Customs duties on tobacco, beer, and spirits 

imposed by sections two, three, four, and five of the Finance Act, 1900 
(including any increased duties imposed by section five of that Act), shall 
continue to be charged until the first day of July, nineteen hundred and 
seven.” 

CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL Excise DuTIEs oN BEER AND SPIRITS. 

3. “ That the additional Excise duties on beer and spirits imposed by sections 
six and seven of the Finance Act, 1900, shall continue to be charged 
until the first day of July, nineteen hundred and seven.” 


PERMANENT ANNUAL CHARGE. 

4, “ That the permanent annual charge for the National Debt for the current 
financial year be twenty-eight and a-half instead of twenty-eight 
million pounds.” 

Cuina INDEMNITY. 


5. “ That it is expedient to authorise the application in like manner as the 
new sinking fund is applied of any sums paid into the Exchequer on 
account of the China Indemnity.” 

Income Tax. 

6. “* That Income Tax shall be charged, for the year beginning the sixth day 
of April, nineteen hundred and six, at the rate of one shilling in the 
pound,” 

AMENDMENT OF Law. 


fod 


7. “ That it is expedient to amend the law relating to the National Debt, 
Customs, and Inland Revenue.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the First Resolution.” 


Mr. Harold Cox (Preston) .. “ a ne oe i -- 476 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Remaining Resolutions agreed to: sill ordered to be brought in by the Chair- 
man of Ways and Means, Mr, Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. 
McKenna 

Justices of the Peace (No. 2) Bill, 
Considered in Committee, 
[Mr, Emmott (Oldham) in the Chaiz,] 


(In the Committee.) 
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Clause 2:— 


“In page 1, line 7, to leave out the words ‘if otherwise qualified.’ ”— 
(Mr. William Rutherford.) 


Question again proposed, “That the words ‘if otherwise qualified’ stand part 
of the clause.” 


Mr. William Rutherford (Liverpool, West Derby) .. a oe .. 476 
The Solicitor-General (Sir W. Robson, South Shields) .. 4 . ATT 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Cave (Surrey Kingston) 3 ws ns ws - os SEe 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page I, line 10, after the word ‘ thereof,’ to add the words* r 
occupies a house or other property in the county.’ ”—(Mr. Cave.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 

Sir William Robson .. oe a ae a 3 ie .. 478 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 44; Noes, 305. (Division List No. 55.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That the Clause stand part of the 


Bill.” 
Sir A. Acland-Hood (Somersetshire, Wellington) .. + int .. 481 
Sir W. Robson , - ae ms Na ais a -. 482 


Mr. William Rutherjord ie ni ms ne “i re -. 482 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :~Ayes, 289; Noes, 35. (Division List No. 57.) 
Clause 3:— 

Mr. Cave os - os ‘es ie “i re ws .» 485 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 11, after the word ‘ solicitor’ to insert the words 
“if qualified.” ”—(Mr, Cave.) 


Question proposed, ** That the words ‘ if qualified ’ be there inserted.” 


Lord R. Cecil (Marylebone, E.) FY oy we a 7 1» 487 
Colonel Legge (St. George’s, Hanover = ; 4 “ .. 487 
Mr. William Rutherford... i o ee 1. 487 


Mr. Mitchell-Thomson (Lanarkshire, YW. ) a a ‘ 1. 488 
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And, it being a quarter-past Eight of the clock, and there being Private 
Business set down by direction of the Chairman of Ways and Means 
under Standing Order No. 8, further Proceeding was postponed without 
Question put. 


Cork City Railways and Works Bill. (By Orver.)—[Seconp Reaptna.]— 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed,‘ That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 

Mr. J.J.O'Shee (Waterford, W.) .. 54 i ist si 2 “48S 
Mr. William O Brien (Cork) i as MS ws - .. 491 
Mr. Power (Waterford, BE.) .. ies at a - a .. 492 
Captain Craig (Down, EB.) .. - <2, di ay o .. «494 
Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) £6 3 = sd os .. 495 
Mr. Mooney (Newry) - abi as by bs Se #20 
Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) ie - - - .. 497 
Mr. Sheehan (Cork County, Mid.) .. “ es e ea .. 498 
Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid.) ei is ‘i se - i. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


Cork and Waterford Railways Bill (ny Orper). 


Cork Link Railways Bill (py Orper).—Read a second time, and committed .. 498 


Justices of the Peace (No. 2) Bill. 





Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
[The Deputy-CHatrMan, Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) in the Chair.] 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 11, after the word ‘ solicitor’ to insert the words 
“if qualified.’ ”°—(Mr. Cave.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. F. E. Smith ats 33 514 a bs = ee .. 499 
Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) a es srs 6 .. 499 
Mr. Nield (Middlesex, Ealing) Re - és ie i «. oe 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“To insert after the word ‘if’ the word ‘ otherwise.’ ”’—(JMr. 
Mitchell-Thomson.) 


Amendment to the proposed Amendment agreed to, 
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Mr. John Rutherford (Lancashire, Darwen) a ws wie ws 305 
Mr. Courthope (Sussex, Rye) it #5 ey md .. 505 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 12, after the word * county,’ to insert the words ‘ in 
which he resides.’ ”’—(Mr. Courthope.) 
Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. F. E. Smith isa si aa me ue ae ae .. 506 
Sir W. Robson , as re se ay Se a «-« 306 
Colonel Legge (St. George's, Hanover Square) $M mS er -« BOT 
Lord Dalrymple (Wigton) .. - 92 af si i .. 507 
Mr. Mitchell-Thomson ae He Be Ne es ae .. 508 
Lord Helmsley es i? - Ws ri - .. 508 
Mr. William Rutherford . .. 508 
Mr. Lane-Fox (Yorkshire, W R. Bieluten Ash) aa = oy .. 509 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 54; Noes, 317. (Division List No. 59.) 
Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, 8.) 515 
Amendment proposed— 
‘Tn page 1, line 12, to leave out from the word ‘ county,’ to the end 
of the Clause.’ ”’—(Mr. Charles Craig.) 
Question proposed, ‘ That the words proposed to be left out, to the word 
‘or,’ in line 13, stand part of the Clause.” 
Sir W. Robson : sre re te Py .. 514 
Colonel Kenyon- Slaney (Shropshire, Newport ui a i .. 51D 
Sir W. Robson me a oe +2 .. 515 
Lord R. Cecil ‘a + ‘i ‘3 aa 7 ‘i -- 515 
Mr. Lane- Fox 4 os a a is as .- 516 


Mr. William Rutherford ce wg a ‘ Sa ae .- S16 


Mr. SouiciTor-GENERAL rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “‘ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 310; Noes, 52. (Division List No. 60.) 


Question put accordingly, “ That the words proposed to be left out, to the 
word ‘ or,’ in line 13, stand part of the Clause.” 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 318; Noes, 46. (Division List No. 61.) 


And, it being after Eleven of the clock, the Chairman proceeded to in- 
© i 
terrupt the business. 


Whereupon Mr. SoticIror-GENERAL claimed, “ That the Question ‘ That 
the Clause stand part of the Bill’ be now put.” 


‘he Committee divided :—Ayes, 304; Noes, 52. (Division List No. 62.) 
Question put accordingly, “ That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 295; Noes, 42. (Division List No. 63.) 
Whereupon the Chairman left the Chair to mae his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit again this day. 


Drunkenness (Ireland) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, and dis- 
charged :—Bill withdrawn <6 ‘“ an +“ ss ov »» 532 


And, it being after half-past Eleven of the clock, Mr. Speaker adjourned 
the House without Questi é put, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS : WEDNESDAY, MAY 2np, 1906. 





The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Norwich Union Life Insurance wid Bill a (by Order).—Read 


a second time, and committed . 53d 
Cathcart District Railway (Superfluous Lands) Order Confirmation 

Bill; North Berwick Corporation Order Confirmation Bill. Considered ; 

to he read the third time upon Friday ‘ as 533 
Water Provisional Order Bill.—‘‘To confirm a Provisional Orcer made by 

the Board of Trade under The Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, 

relating to Poole Water.” Presented by Mr. Kearley ; supportel by Mr. 

Lloyd-George ; read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 183.] .. a) 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—‘‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Beckenham, 
Oswaldtwistle, Rochdale Rochford (Rural), and Warrington,” presented 
by Mr. Runciman ; supported by Mr. John Burns; read the first time ; 

and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 184.].. 
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Qt 
Lo 
— 
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Hinckley ; Hoar Cross (two); Hythe ; Ingoldmells ; Isle of Elmley (two) ; 
Islington ; Kingstone and Thruxton (two) ; Linton ; Liverpool ; Llangarron ; 
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Rochester (two); Ryde; Salesbury (two); Shepherd's Bush; Staines ; 
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Sate or Coxe Biti.—Petition from Cambridge, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 535 


SunpaY TRADING (ScoTLAND) Bitt.—Petition of the Scottish Nationa! Sabbath 
Union, in favour; to lie upon the Table = - i <“ - S88 


VaGrANT CHILDREN Bitt.—Petition from Bloon.sbury. aginst : to lie upon the 
Table. re aah ie ae = ins : a .. O35 
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Sir Witttam Brampton Gurpon further reported; That they had 
discharged the following Member from the Standing Committee on Law, and 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure, in respect of the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Bill :—Mr. Swift MacNeill: and had appointed in substitution : 
Mr. Havelock Wilson. 


Reports to lie upon the Table .. - si - = Ka -- 9319 


Electric Power and Supply Bills.—Ordered, Taat the Memorindum by the 
Commissioners of Works on Electric Power and Supply Bills be referred to 
the Committees on the St. Pancras Electricity Bill, the Twickenham and 
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the Edinburgh Corporation Bill—(Mr. Harcourt.) .. a “a .. 580 
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than one constituency, who votes in any constituency except that 
selected for the purpose ”—(Mr. Harcourt) 
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Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Harcourt, Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
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registered in more than one constituency, who votes in any constituency 
except that selected for the purpose,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 187.] 


Epucation (Provision or Mears) Bint Commirter.—Ordered That Mr. 
Nolan be discharged, and Mr, Dolan be added to the Committee —(Mr. 
Whiteley.) 

Ways AnD Means [Ist May.] 


Resolution reported. 
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“That there shall be charged, on and after the fourteenth day of May, 
nineteen hundred and six, until the fourteenth day of May, nineteen hundred 
and seven, in lieu of the duty now payable on tea, the following Customs 
import duty on tea (that is to say) :— 


Tea - ° és : : : - the pound Five-pence.” 
Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That this House doth agree with 
the Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. J. Chamberlain (Birmingham, W.) . bi is 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Asquith, Fifeshire, E.) 


Question put, and agreed to, 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Gentlemea appointed to bring in a 
Bill upon the Resolutions reported from the Committee of Ways and 
Means on the Ist day of this instant May, and then agreed to by the 
House, that they do make provision therein pursuant to the said Resolu- 
tion.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Finance Bill.—‘‘ To grant certain duties of Customs and Inland Revenue, to 
alter other duties, and to amend the Law relating to Customs and Inland 
Revenue and the National Debt, and to make other provisions for the 
financial arrangements of the year,” presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Monday next. and to be printed, [Bill 188.] 


Justice of the Peace (No. 2) Bill. — 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 4 :— 
Motion made, Question proposed, “* That Ciause 4 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Mitchell-Thomson (Lanarkshire, N.W A a 
The Solicitor-General (Sir W. Robson, South Shields) 
Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, W.) 
Mr. Younger (Ayr Burghs) 
Mr. William Rutherford ( (Liver poo!, W est Derby) ‘4 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. Thomas Shaw, Hawick ii 
Mr. Mitchell-Thomson 
Mr. Akers-Douglas (Kent, St. dinates 
Mr. Arthur Henderson (Durham, Barnard ( ‘astle) 
Mr. F. E. Smith (Liverpool, Walton) 
Mr. J. Ward (Stoke-on-Trent) acs 
Mr. Higham (Yorks, W.R., Sowerby) 
Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) : ne 

: Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid.) kin 
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Sir W. Robson ois ta Re ae me es aa oe 599 
Col. Williams (Dorsetshire, W.)  .. me oe a ofa ~« 60) 
Mr. F. E. Smith ae me xf, es “y ae i .. 602 
Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim. 8S.) a <e or rr He -- 602 
Mr. Maddison (Burnley) .. rP ey a6 aia + .. «604 


Mr. John Johnson (Gateshead) be - - i ie .. 604 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 355; Noes, 82. (Division List No. 65). 


Clauses 5 to 7 agreed to, 


Mr. Brown (Glamorganshire, 8S.) .. +4 wid ps we .. 609 
New clause— 


“Any person qualified to be elected mayor of a municipal authority or 
chairman of a county council, urban or rural district council, or other 
like authority, and who, in fact, has been elected and served in the 
office of mayor for one year, or in the office of chairman as aforesaid 
for one year, shall be a permanent Justice of the Peace with all the rights 
and privileges appertaining to that office.” 


Leought up and read the first time. 


Question proposed, “ That the Clause be now read a second time.” 


Sir W. Robson ne ar ae ae -. 616 
Mr. Stuart Wortley ( (Sheffield, Hallam) - + oe a .. 611 
Mr. Wm. Rutherford ‘fs Ri o a ne o, ~~ (GRE 
Mr. Arthur Henderson its We 33 hg a 3 «. 62 
Mr. Samuel Evans... Pe me a Ae a ae .. 614 
Mr. Brace... - re + x as .. =615 
Mr. Cave (Surrey, K ingston) 2 Sa - 7 es . 685 
Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) x: vr a .. 616 
Mr. Lane Foz a Sey ms Za os oe “4 sx JOM 
Mr. Barnard (Kidderminster) ata as - ae 3 .. 619 
Mr. Maddison a9 me er ne i ‘i ~« ORG 
Mr. Blake (Longford, 8. ) ee ini ee ae it a ss 620 


Question put and negatived. 
Mr. Luttrell (Devonshire, Tavistock) a a a ei -- 621 
New clause :— 


“The chairman of a board of guardians and the chairman of a parish council, 
unless personally disqualified, by any Act shall be by virtue of his 
office justice of the peace for the county in which the district is situate, 
in the same way as a chairman of a district council becomes a justice 


of the peace.”’—(Mr. Luttrell.) 
Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Sir Wm. Robson ; i ne ne Ze =. 633 


Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, “Clitheroe) - a ee a o> G28 
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Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ns - i o. .. 625 
Mr. Dunn (Cornwall, Camborne) .. os ie a ye .. 625 
Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) ii i a - os G26 


Mr. O'Hara (Monaghan, N.) “a ae aie we ae .. 626 
Question put. 
The Committee divided ;—Ayes, 59; Noes, 315. (Division hist No. 66.) 
Schedules agreed to _ ‘ie 


Motion made, and Question put, ‘ That the Chairman do report the Bill 
without Amendment to the House.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 314; Noes, 37. (Division List No. 67.) 


Bill reported, without Amendment ; to be read the third time upon Monday 
next. 


Reserve Forces Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2, 


Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) ’ i -- 633 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Haldane, Haddington) ie +» 634 


Clause 2 and remaining clauses agreed to, 


Bill reported, without Amendment ; to be read the third time upon Monday 
next. 


Seamen’s and Soldiers’ False Characters Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 .— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ° “That the Chairman do report 
Progress and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. Claude Hay.) 


Mr. Haldane .. 3 ee bs ei ae sia ee .. 635 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Clause stand part of the 
Bill.” 
Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) + ‘ss 4s a .. 635 
Mr. George Faber .. ae ne wi a aie ae -. 636 


And, it being a quarter past Eight of the Clock, further proceeding was 
postponed without Question put pursuant to Standing Order No, 4. 


ARMY RECRUITING. 


Major Seely (Liverpool, Abercromhy) = i Fa ” .. 636 
Mr. Guest (Cardiff District) zh is Ee ae ee .. 640 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘' That under the present system large 
numbers of men are recruited for the regular infantry who cannot 
become efficient soldiers, while at the same time it is found difficult to 
obtain the number placed on the Estimates ; and that, in the opinion 
of this House, an amendment of the existing system is urgently 
required.” —(.Major Seely.) 


Mr. Arnold-Forster (Croydon) “a .. 644 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wilding Haddington) oy -. 680 
Captain Kincaid Smith (Warwickshire, Stratjord-upon-Acon) .. .. 657 
Colonel Sandys (Lancashire. Bootle) ue a ae ia .. 660 


Amendment proposed — 


“ At the end, to add the words ‘ and any such Amendment should 
include the introduction of physical drill of a military character in our 
schools.’ ’—(Captain Kincaid-Smitr..) 


Question proposed, * That those words be there added.” 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, BE.) .. a vr a ay .. 662 
Mr. Seddon (Lancashire, Newton) .. es ie ete “ .. 663 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) .. = * % + .. 665 
Sir William Anson (Oxford University) .. 5 ~ “a .. 667 
Mr. Rees (Montgomery Boroughs) .. “3 ies we + .. 667 


And, it being Eleven of the Clock, the Debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Aliens Bill.—Considered in Committee, and reported, without Amendment ; 
to be read the third time to-morrow af ny rie oe a .. 668 


Seamen’s and Soldiers’ False Characters Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1: 
Question again proposed, ‘* That the Clause stand part of the Bill.” 
Committee report progress ; to sit again upon Monday next .. Ma .. 668 


Adjourned at Ten minutes after Eleven o’clock. 
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Several Lords took the Oath. 
The Earl of Morley sat first in Parliament after the death of his father. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Bute (English and Welsh) Estates Bill saa = I- —Judges’ ners received ; | 
Bill presented, and read 1". 669 


Portsmouth Water Bill [1.1.].—Report from the Committee of Selection, That 
the Earl of Morley be proposed to the House as a member of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bills in the place of the Lord Ravensworth ; read and 
agreedto .. i, a Re ae ae a si is .. 669 


Epsom and Ewell Gas Bill.—Read 2", and committed : The Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection ai a iy = .. 669 } 


Dowlais Gas Bill; Merthyr Tydfil Gas Bill. Read 2%, and committed . .. 669 


Manchester Churches Bill [u.u.]; Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) 
Docks and Railway Bill [#.1.]; Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway Bill 
[H.L.]; Folkestone and District Electricity Supply Bill [#.1.]; Shropshire, 
Worcestershire, and Staftordshire Electric Power Bill [H.L.]; Kent Electric 
Power Bill [4.1.]; Folkestone, Sandgate and Hythe Tramways (No. 1) Bill 
[u.L.!; Folkestone, Sandgate and Hythe Tramways (No. 2.) Bill [H...].— 
Report from the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed 
to the House to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said 
Bills, viz :—D. Wellington, E. Mayo, V. Falmouth, L. Suffield, L. Brougham 
and Vaux (Chairman) ; agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed accordingly 
The Committee to meet on Thursday next at Eleven o’clock ; and all peti- 
tions referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to 
be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel 
for the Bills - vs - ie és - ad ae .. 669 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [1.1.]. (No. 62).—A Bill to confirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Gas and 
Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Charing Gas, Chichester Gas, 
Corsham Gas, Farnham Gas, and Kings Lynn Gas —.. “ - .. =669 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [1.1.]. (No. 63).—A Bill to confirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Gas and 
Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Newport Pagnell Gas, Pontar- 
dulais Gas, Raunds Gas, Redditch Gas, and Saint Austell Gas ms = (O10 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [u.1.]. (No. 64).—A Bill to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the 
Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Bolsover and Dis- 
trict Water, Great Grimsby Gas, Great Grimsby Water, Hoylake and West 
Kirby Water, Wath- -upon- -Dearne and District Gas, and Wollaston Gas .. 670 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill | 1.1. |. (No. 65).—A Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Gas and Water 
Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Herne Bay Water, Maidstone Water, 
Mid-Kent Water, Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley W iid Sleaford 
and District Water and Slough Water . P s ee 
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Tramways Orders Confirmation Bill [1.1.] (No. 66).—A Bill to confirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Tram- 
ways Act, 1870, relating to Altrincham Urban District Council Tramways, 
Dewsbury Corporation Tramways, Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation 
Tramways, Ossett Corporation Tramways, Portobello and Musselburgh 
Tramways (Port Seaton Extension), and Rochdale Corporation Tramways .. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill [1-1.]. (No. 67).— 
A Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Electric Lighting Acts 1882 and 1888, the Electric Lighting (Scot- 
land) Act, 1890, and the Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1902, relating 
to Bellshill, Blantyre, Bothwell, Dumfermline and District, Dunoon, Foc- 
habers, Inveresk, Shettleston, and Polleross and Uddingston ; And .. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill [1-1.]. (No. 68).—A 
Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Electric Lighting Acts 1882 and 1888, relating to Aylesbury, Boston, 
Castleward, Weetslade, and Cramlington, Godalming (Kxtension), Gom- 
ersal, Henley-on-Thames, Pinner, Stanmore, Harrow, Weald, and Edg- 
ware, Ryton, Swanage, Wantage and District.—Were presented by the 
Lord Granard (£. Granard); read 1"; to be printed, and referred to the 
Examiners i ses os ar - ar i ‘es a 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports, ANNUAL SreRtes.-——No. 3571. China (Ichang) : No. 3572. Swit- 
zerland 


ConGesteD District (ScoTLanp) Act, 1897.—EKighth Annual Report of the 
Congested Districts (Scotland) Board to the Secretary for Scotland .. 


JupictaAL Statistics (ENGLAND AND Waxes) 1904 (Part IL. Crvin Jupictan 
STATIsTIcs).—Statistics relating to the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council, the House of Lords, the Supreme Court of Judicature, County 
Courts and other Civil Courts, edited by Sir John Macdonnell, C.B., LL.D., 
a Master of the Supreme Court. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table i a 


INTERMEDIATE Epucation (IRELAND).—Rules and Programme of Examinations 
for 1907... py vie -" - i oe aa “* *s 


(as Companies (Merropo.ts).—Accounts of the Metropolitan Gas Companies 
for the year 1905, 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table 


Epucation.— Petitions in favour of the maintenance of existing religious teach- 
ing in Church of England schools of St. Annes, Clifton —and Rudeliffe, 
St. Andrews ; read, and ordered to le on the Table 


Jurors.—Petition in favour of payment of jurors attending Quarter Sessions ; 
of Justices of the Peace for Essex ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Public Health Acts (Building Bye-Laws) Bill |1.L.|.—Amendments re- 


ported (according to order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow 
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Seed Potatoes Supply (Ireland) Bill. 





House in Committee (according to Order) 
(The Earn of Onstow in the Chair). 
Clause 1 agreed to, 
Clause 2 :— 
Lord Denman.. 5 908 - ‘i - , s i< Se 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn Clause 2, page 2, line 40, after (‘ seven’) to insert (‘ Provided 
that where the first ordinary poor rate made during the year 1906 was 
made before the passing of this Act, and the first special rate was not 
made therewith, then the amount of the instalment payable by any 
purchaser which would have been leviable by that rate shall be added 
to the amount of the second instalment payable by him, and the total 
amount of both instalments shall be levied by the special rate made at 
the same time as the first ordinary poor rate made during the year 
1907.’)”—(Lord Denman). 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 3, agreed to. 


Clause 4: 
Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 4, page 3, line 16, after (‘ union’) to insert (‘and any 
rate made before the passing of this Act which would have been valid 
if this Act had previously passed.’ ”—(Lord Denman). 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 4, as amended, agreed to, 


Remaining clauses agreed to; and Bill reported with Amendments to the 
House. 


Moved, that the Standing Committee be negatived.—(Lord Denman). 


Lord Oranmore and Browne .. “a - ig we i .. 675 
Lord Denman vs as ei .. 675 
The Lord Privy Seal (The Marquess of Ripon) ey 3 es .. 673 
The Marquess of Lansdowne . i a -- 674 
The Lord President of the Council (The Earl ho Crew we) - o .. 674 
Lord Ashbourne = in ‘i .. 674 


On Question, Standing Committee negatived. 


The Report of Amendments to be received to-morrow ; and Bill to be printed 
as amended. [No. 69]. 
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RELIGIous INstRuctTiIo¥. 
The Lord Archbishop of iain ath “i “é ee ee --» 676 
77 
7 


Lord Ashbourne Ee : ae ea me ag we Ge 
The Earl of Crewe .. es ue - ne ais oe « = 


CRIMINAL APPEAL, 


Lord Ashbourne ei; me a ne Re ae re .. 680 


Moved, for a Return of all Criminal Appeal Bills introduced since the year 
1845, showing— 





| 
Whether it 


Whether it gave ° e 
L apeiiats ates bers permitted | What 
Date of How far it By whom an Appeal o7 | (a\a new trial| Tribunal 
(a) Law ; 
to be ordered ; | was to hear 


i -roceede . , b) Facts : 1 
Introduction. Proceeded. Introduced. . |. (}) an increase | the Appeals. 
i : of sentence. 








—(Lord Ashbourne.) 
The Lord Chancellor (Lord Loreburn) .. ‘a - we -. Gl 
On Question, Motion, as amended, agreed to. 


House adjourned at Five o’clock, till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 3rp MAY, 1906. 


The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER Bits (No STANDING OrDERS APPLICABLE.)—Mr. SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That in the case of the following Bill, referred on thé First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :— 


Marriages Provisional Order Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time to-morrow... x .. 681 


Gas Companies (Removal - api Sunnriationa ont —Read the third 
time, and passed , : 682 
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Sutton District Water Bill.—‘ For the preservation of the sources of water 
supply of the Sutton District Water ip and for other purposes,” 
presented, and read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills 


Romford and District Tramways Bill.— Order |24th April] that the Romford 
and District Tramways Bill be committed, read and discharged: Bill 


withdrawn—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Peterborough Gas Bill —Rochester, Chatham, and Strood Gas Bill; South- 
ampton Gas Bill, reported, with Amendments; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed 


Antofagasta (Chili) and Bolivia Railway Bill[Lorps}.—Reported, without 


Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


H. R. Baines and Company Bill [Lorps], reported, without Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table 


* Bill to be read the third time 


Vauclain’s Patent Bill [Lorps].—Reported, without Amendment ; Report 
to he upon the Table 
Bill to be read the third time .. és - 


London and South Western Railway Bill. ea with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ‘a ““ . 


RatLway Bits (Group 4).—Sir George Doughty reported from the Committee 
on Group 4 of Railway Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, the Com- 
mittee had adjourned till Monday next at half-past Eleven of the clock 


Report to lie upon the Table 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill. iti wns do not ai seed]; Report 
to he upon the Table + rr 


Private Bitits (Group F.).—Major Seely reported. from the Committee on 
Group F. of Private Bills; That for the convenience of parties, the Com- 
mittee had adjourned till Monday next, at half-past Eleven of the Clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table .. 7 és sci ia 


Pusuic Peritions CommMitTer.—Third report brought up, and read ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to Amendments to Kidder- 
minster Gas Bill [Lords], without Amendment 


PETITIONS. 
Coat Mines (E1icut Hours) Bini.—Petitions in favour; from Crigglestone; 
Derbyshire ; Don Pedro; Moresby ; Nostell; and, Thornhill Collieries ; 


«to he upon the Table 


Diseases OF ANIMALS Act (1896) AMENDMENT BILL, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table i ee 


Petition from Sunderlend, 
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EpucaTIon (ENGLAND AND WaAtgs) Bitt (ReLicious Treacuine).—Petitions 
against alteration of Law; From Arundel; Beachampton; Bedwardine ; 
Bethnal Green; Biddestone cum Slaughterford (two); Bradenstoke cum 
Clack ; Budleigh Salterton ; Cheriton; Chippenham; Chipping Camp- 
den (two); Claines; Clee and Cleethorpes ; Compton cum up Marden 
(two); Crofton; Dorset; Eton; Felton Common; Finsbury Park ; Free- 
mantle; Great Houghton; Great Somerford; Hartley Manditt (two) ; 
Hawley (two); Hockliffe; Hornsey (two); Huddersfield (two); Hythe 
(two); Kensington; Knelston and Llanddewi (two); Lichfield; Llan- 
wrytyd; London; Monkwearmouth; Montgomery (two); Morpeth; 
Newick ; Newington next Folkestone ; Norden; Oldwood near Tenbury ; 
Otterton; Preston (two); Ratcliffe; Rumboldswhyke; St. Pancras ; 
Saltwood ; Seagry ; Seaton; South Bersted; Stanley ; Stockport (two) ; 
Tarrant Hinton; Tortington; Upham; West Clandon (two); Wood , 


Green (two); Worcester; and Worthen; to lie upon the Table .. 684 
ENGINES AND Borers (Persons IN CHArGE) BiLtt.—Petition from Hudders- 

field, against ; to lie upon the Table at Pe of aC .. 684 
LIcENSING (SCOTLAND) AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from Kingston (Glasgow), 

in favour; to lie upon the Table eS ts Ms fi .. 684 
Liguor Trarric Loca Veto (ScoTLaNb) BiLLt.—Petition from Kingston 

(Glasgow), in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. Be re os .. 684 
LocaL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION OF WomeN) Biti.—Petition from St. 

Pancras, in favour ; to lie upon the Table Ey ng ne is .. 684 
PREVENTION OF CorrupTION Bitit.—Petition from Huddersfield, against ; 

to lie upon the Table sa 8 ar ae Pe ~ ae .. 684 
Pusuic TrRustEE AND Executor Biii.—Petition from Huddersfield, against ; 

to lie upon the Table ee es 53 ue = a as .. 684 
RATING OF MACHINERY Bi_t.—Petition from Huddersfield, in favour ; to lie upon 

the Table .. fe ‘3 a ve ie a oo a .. 685 
SunpAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petitions in favour; From Glasgow and 

the Royal Burghs of Scotland ; to lie upon the Table = -- 685 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

TRANSVAAL (CHINESE LABourers) (CRIMES).—Returns [presented 2nd May] , 

to be printed. [No. 156.] es a + ne i ws <a 
ConGesTeD Districts (ScotnaNnp) Act, 1897.—Copy presented, of Eighth 

Annual Report of the Congested Districts (Scotland) Board to the Secretary 

for Scotland [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. se “i -. 685 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SeERIEs).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3571 and 3572 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table a ve wie - es ie - .. 685 


Vo.tuNnTARY ScHOOLs IN CertTaIn Ursan ArgAs IN ENGLAND AND WALEs.— 
Copy presented, of Statement showing number of Voluntary Schools on Ist 
January, 1906, in Urban Areas, with a population of 5,000 and over, in 
England and Wales respectively, and their average attendance for statistical 
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year ended 3lst July, 1904, with approximate percentages to the total 
number and average attendance of all the Voluntary Schools in England 
and Wales for the same period [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


TreEs (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 5th April ; 
Mr. Jeremiah MacVeagh] ; to lie upon the Table 


ASSESSMENT OF REAL EsTATE ON THE Basis or Its MARKET VALUE.—Copy 
ordered, “‘ of Translation of Prussian State Documents as to the introduction 
of the Assessment of Real Estate on the basis of its Market Value for local 
purposes ; Circular of Minister of Finance and Minister of Interior of the 
2nd day of October, 1902, and Model regulations therein referred to ; 
Memorandum of 1904; and Extracts from statistical tables accompanying 
it.’"—(Mr. Runciman) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Moror Licences.— Question, Colonel Long (Worcestershire, Evesham) ; Auswer, 
Mr. Asquith 


Postmen’s Sick BEeNeEFITS.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton ‘ 


AssIsTANT PostMEN’s INCREMENTS.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor ; Answer, 
Mr. Sydney Buxton a 


Sma. Hotpines In County Roscommon.—Question, Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 

S.); Answer, Mr. Bryce.. -s 

DuNSHAUGHLIN Lavourer’s CorraGe Sire Dispute.—Question, Mr. Sheehy 
(Meath, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Bryce 


IMPRISONMENT FOR CONTEMPT OF CouRT—CaseE OF DEcLAN PoweRr.—Question, 
Mr. O’Shee (Waterford, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Bryce 


EXAMINATION IN IRIsH IN NortH GALWay ScHOoLs.—Question, Mr. Hazleton 
(Galway, N.); Answer, Mr. Bryce 


Dromin Evicrep TENANTS—DANIEL MurpHY.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell 
(Kerry, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Bryce 


Roya. Irish ConstabuLary.—Question, Mr. Vincent Kennedy (Cavan, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Bryce 


SpeciaL Potick Service IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Vincent Kennedy ; 
Answer, Mr. Bryce : aa 
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Mr. Hugh Barrie, Mr. Arthur Dewar, Mr. Findlay, Mr. John Henderson, 
Mr. McKillop, Mr. Mitchell-Thomson, Mr. O’ Hare, Mr. Remnant, Mr. Thomas 
Frederick Richards, Mr. Sutherland, Mr. Trevelyan, Mr. Dundas White, 
Mr. Wood, and Mr. Younger nominated other Members of the Select Com- 
mittee. 


Ordered, “* That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records.” 


Ordered, “ That five be the quorum.”—(Mr. Whiteley.) 
SuppiLy [7TH ALLoTTeD Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair.] 
Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstIMATEs, 1906-7. 
Cuass III. 
Motion made and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum, not exceeding £124,215, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1907, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Offic: of the Irish Land Commission.” 


Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. dis ae te és Sa 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £124,115, 
be granted for the said Service.” —(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 8.) 

Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) 

Mr. Wyndham (Dover) : 

Mr. Paul (Northampton) 

Mr. Ginnell (Westmeath, N.) ex 
Mr. Fetherstonhaugh (Fermanagh, N.) 
Mr. Meagher (Kilkenny, N.) - 


And it being a quarter-past Eight of the clock, and there being Private 
Business set down by direction of the Chairman of Ways and Means 
under Standing Order No. 8, further Proceeding was postponed without 
Question put. 

The House resumed. 

Lancashire Electric Power Bill.—(By Orpen.) 

Read a second time and committed. 

SUPPLY. 
Considered in Comuuittee. 


(In the Committee.) 
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[Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid.) in the Chair.] 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That a sum, not exceeding £124,215, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1907, for the Salaries and Expenses 
of the Office of the Land Commission.” 





Whereupon Motion made and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not ex- 
ceeding £124,115, be granted for the sail service.’—(.Mr. John Redmon.) 


Mr. Meagher .. ii oP ‘ 

Sir Thomas Esmonde (Werford, N.) 

Mr. O’Shee (Waterford, W.) .. a 

Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell (Kerry. W.) 

Mr. O’Malley (Galway, Connemara) - - ee 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Bryce, Aberdeen, S.) 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ys “3 a - 
Mr. Barrie (Londonderry, y :) 


And, it being Eleven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Comnuttee report Progress, to sit again upon Monday next. 





Education of Defective Children ilies _ —Read a second time, and 
committed for Monday next : as re on 


Adjourned at five minutes after Eleven o’clock. 








HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, tru MAY, 1906. 


The Lord Silchester (2. Longford)—T ok the Oath .. ae “a 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with :—Huddersfield Corporation ; Carlisle Corporation ; Tod- 
morden Corporation; Great Eastern Railway; Bacup Corporation ; 
Cardiff Gas; North East Lincolnshire Water; Thornton Urban District 
Gas ; New Mills Urban District Council ; Uxbridge Gas, 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Shrewsbury Corporation Water Bill; Poole Corporation Water Bill. 
The order of Tuesday last referring the Examine rs’ Certificate of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders to the Standing Orders Committee, 
discharged 


Great Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill aun 1.—Reported from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments .. : a oe ee Ae 
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Bury Corporation a ~ |.— isnaian from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments : ‘is es si ea * ea 


Buenos Ayres Grand National Tramways _ [H.L. i ees yh rom the 
Select Committee, with Amendments : 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne (Electric Supply) Bill [H.1.].—Report from the 
Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the con- 
sideration of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. The orders made on the 12th of March 
and 3rd of April last discharged, and Bill committed .. 


County of Durham Electric Power Suply Bill [1.1.].—Report from the 
Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the considera- 
tion of the Bill, the oppesition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. The orders made on the 12th of March and 
3rd April of last, discharged and Bill committed 


Newport Harbour Commissioners Bill [1..].—Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the 
Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie 
onthe Table. The orders made on the 19th of March and the 3rd of April 
last, discharged, and Bill committed 


Watford Gas Bill.— Read 2a, ancl committed 


Penllwyn Railway and Road Bill ea L. } —Read 3a, and passed, and sent to 
the Commons ; ow is eS oh ea 


Gas Companies (Removal of Sulphur Restrictions) Bill.—Brought from 
the Commons ; read la; and referred to the Examiners Bs 


Education Soard Provisional Order Confirmation (London) (No. 1) Bill 
[H.L.].—Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Kesteven, etc.) 
Bill [u.1.]. Read 2a (according to order) 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION. 


Petitions in favour of maintenance of existing religious teaching in 
Church of England schools of— 


Parents and guardians of children attending schools at Bolton, Holy 
Trinity—Accrington, St. John’s. 


Teachers in a school at Accrington, St. John’s. Read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table me a oe ee 
Pubic Heautu Acts (BurLpinc Bye-Laws) BILL. [H.L.].—Petition in favour 

of; of Royal Sanitary Institute. Read, and ordered to lie on the Table .. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BoarpD or Epucation (VoLuNTARY ScHoots).—Statements showing number 
of voluntary schools on Ist January, 1906 in urban areas with a population 
of 5,000 and over in England and Wales respectively, and their average at- 
tendance for statistical year ended 31st July, 1904, with approximite per- 
centages to the total number and average attendance of all the voluntary 
schools in England and Wales for the same period... - aid o 


Licut Ratiways Act, 1896.—Orders made by the Light Railway Com nissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade. 


I. Authorising the construction of Light Railways in the county of 
Lincoln from Blyton to Frodingham urban districts of Enfield and Edmon- 
ton in the county of Middlesex ; urban district of Cheshunt in the county 
of Hertford ; county of Somerset from Blagdon to Pensford. 


II. Authorising a deviation in the parish of Swadlingcote in the urban 
district of Swadlingeote district in the county of Derby, of a part of Railway 
(No. 1), authorised by the Burton and Ashby Light Railway Order, 1905. 


IIT. Authorising the working of branch lines of the North Staffordshire 
Railway as light railways under the Light Railways Act, 1896. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table <a a 


RATEABLE HEREDITAMENTS. 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh — .. or = = ae aa ve 


Moved, ‘* That there be laid before the House a Return shos;ing for each union 
in England and Wales (a) the gross estimated rental, and (6) the rate- 
able value in 1899 and in 1906 of (i) All rateable hereditaments, and 
(i1.) railways included in (1.) (the term * railways’ to include stations and 
depots). —Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


The President of the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries (Earl Carrington) 


On Question, agreed to, and ordered accordingly. 


Poptar Boarp or GUARDIANS. 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh a - sie a ea a 
Earl Carrington os ‘3 =e e es he oe <i 


RE igious INstRuctTION IN SCHOOLS. 
The Lord President of the Council (The Earl of Crewe)... a a 
Moved, “* That there be laid before the House, a Return showing in respect 
of each Local Education Authority in England and Wales under Part 


II]. of the Education Act, 1902— 


1. The Regulations or Syllabus for Religious Instruction put forth for 
the use of its Council Schools, and the date on which they were issued. 


2. In the absence of such Regulations of Syllabus , any Resolution of 
the Authority on the subject, and its date. 
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3. Whether the Authority leaves Individual Council Schools free to 
depart from the Regulations or Syllabus. 


4. Any information now in the possession of the Local Education Author- 
ity as to the Religious Instruction, other than that under its own Regulations 
or Syllabus, given in individual Council Schools. 


5. What arrangements the Local Authority makes for the inspection of 
the Religious Instruction in its Council Schools.” —( The Lord President.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to, and ordered accordingly. 


Solicitors’ Bill [1.t.] [Seconp Reapine@].—Order of the day for the Second 
Reading read. 
Lord Alverstone 836 
Moved, ** That the Bill be now read 2a.”—(Lord Alverstone.) 


On Question, Bill read 2a (according to Order), and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House on Tuesday next. 


Post Office (Money Orders) Bill.—{Seconp Reaprne].—Order of the Day 


for the Second Reading read. 


-~I 


The Earl of Granard i - i =" ws es a & 
Moved, ** That the Bill be now read 2".”—(The Earl of Granard). 


On Question, Bill read 2" (according to Order), and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Monday next. 


Public Health Acts (Building Bye-Laws) Bill [#.u.)—Order of the Day for the 


Third Reading read. 


@ 
qs 
~! 


Lord Hylton 
Order for the Third Reading, by leave of the House, postponed. 


Seed Potatoes Supply (Ireland) Rill—Amendments reported (according 
to Order) ; and Bill to be read 5* on Monday next. 


House adjourned at Five o’clock, to Monday next, a quarter before 
Eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 4ra MAY, 1006, 
The House met at Twelve of the clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 
Cathcart District Railway (Superfluous Lands) Order Confirmation 


Bill; North Berwick Corporation Order Confirmation Bill.—Read the 
third time, and passed... he = es ae os 9 .. 838 
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Marriages Provisional Order Bill.—Read a second time, and committed .. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill —‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Arleedon 
and Frizington, Liverpool, and Marsden,” presented by Mr. Runciman ; 
supported by Mr. John Burns ; read the first time ; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 190].. 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 6) Bill.—*‘ To confirm a Pro- 
visional Order of the Local Government Board relating to Smethwick,” 
presented by Mr. Runciman ; supported by Mr. John Burns ; read the first 
time, and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to 
be printed. [Bill 191] 


Mid-Oxfordshire Gas Bill. Poss [Preamble not proved]; Report to 
le upon the Table. . ws oP on a cP ee 


St. Pancras Electricity Bill—Reported with Amendments ; iin to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed a ' p i yee 


Bethnal Green Borough Council Superannuation Bill | Lorps].—Reported 
without Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


sill to be read the third time 


Manchester and Miiford Railway Bill |Lorps].—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table and to be printed s oa wi 


PETITIONS. 


ALLoTMENTs (LonpoNn) Bitt.—Petition from West Norwich, in favour; to le 
upon the Table 


Coat Mrxes (E1raut Hours) Biiu.—Petitions in favour; from Chidswell and 
Shaweross ; Harrington Pits; St. Helen’s; South Derbyshire ; Topcliffe ; 
and Wollescote Collieries ; to lie upon the Table 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS Act (1896) AMENDMENT BiLi.—Petition from Edinburgh, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. 


EpucatTion (ENGLAND AND WaALEs) Britt (ReLIcious Teacutnc).—Petitions 
against alteration of Law ; from Balderstone; Barnsley ; Belton ; Biddis- 
ham; Birmingham (two); Bishops Sutton; Brighton (three); Brindle ; 
Bush Hill ; Bush Hill Park ; Carnforth ; Cheadle ; Chequerbent ; Clay Hill ; 
Disley ; Durley (two) ; Ke .ton ; Edmonton ; Enfield (four) ; Enfield Highway ; 
Kton Wick ; Farnham (two) ; BF. arnworth (three) ; Foots Cray and Chisle- 
hurst (two) ; Forty Hill (two) ; Friern Barnet ; Handforth ; Hastings (tive) ; 
Haverfordwest (two); Hawkley (two); Heptonstall and Hepden Bridge ; 
Higher Sutton; Hinton Ampner; Holmfirth (three) ; Hulme Wattield ; 
Hulton; Hunwick (two); Kelloe; Kilmeston with Beanworth (two) ; 
Kirkdale; Lambeth; Lane End (two); Lanteglos-by-Fowey ; Llandewi 
Rhydderch ; Macclesfield (three) ; Manchester ; Mathry (two); Mecstead ; 
Minwear and Newton Norton ; Moreton-cum-Aleumlow ; Newbold Astbury 
(two); Peniston (three); Pilton; Preston (Sussex) (two) ; Privett (two) ; 
Reddish (two) ; Ripponden ; Rowledge ; St. Nicholas ; Silver Hill; Slebech 
(two); Sowerby ; Stoneygate (two); Sunderland; Sutton; The Lickey ; 
Toxteth Park; Tretower (two) ; Waltham Cross (two); W ield ; Wilmslow 
(three) ; Winch ; Winchmore Hill; and Wythal ; to lie upon the Table 
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Liquor Trarric Loca Veto (ScoTtanp) Brtt.—Petition from Greenock, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table .. - wa as Pe we -- 839 
Sate or Inroxtcatina Liquors on Sunpay.—Petition from Westgate and Slea- Pi 
ford, for prohibition ; to he upon the Table... Pa “ ur .. 839 
(tr 


WaceEs Boarps Bitit.—Petition of the Personal Rights Association, aguinst ; 
to lie upon the Table... es ie ia es “ es .. 840 


M 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
, . berate D 
TREEs (IRELAND).—Return [presented May 3rd] to be printed. [No. 157] ~. 84 
Suop Hours Act, 1904.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Urban District D 
Council of Rhondda, and confirmed by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, fixing the Hours of Closing for Barbers’ Shops within the Dis- 
trict [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. as me ee ‘i .. 840 A 
Rattway Returns (PRELIMINARY STaATEMENT).—Copy presented, of Return " 
relating to the Railways of the United Kingdom for the year 1905 (Prelim- me 
inary Statement) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... ‘ .. 840 
E 


Licut Rattways act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Rail- 
way Commissioners, and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising a 
deviation in the parish of Swadlincote, in the urban district of Swadlincote 7 
District, in the county of Derby, of a part of Railway No. 1 authorised by 
the Burton and Ashby Light Railway Order, 1903 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. R 


Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- le 
struction of a Light Railway in the county of Somerset from Blagdon to 
Pensford [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of a Light Railway in the county of Lincoln from Blyton to Frod- 
ingham [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of a Light Railway in the urban district of Cheshunt, in the county 
of Hertford [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and contirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of Light Railways in the urban districts of Enfield and Edmonton, 
in the county of Middlesex [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the working 
of Branch Lines of the North Staffordshire Railway as Light Railw: ys 
under The Light Railways Act, 1896 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 840 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


PURCHASE OF THE Estate oF Cuar_es D. O’Rorke, NEAR Tuam, County GAL- 
WAY.—Question, Mr. Hazleton (Galway, N.); Answer, Mr. Bryce ~~ 


Grazinc LAND ON THE GoLDING Estate.—Question, Mr. Hazleton; Answer, 


Mr. Bryce 842 
MALARIAL Fever.—Question, Major Seely (Liverpool, Abercromby); Answer, 
Mr. Churchill ee ae e ors Xe ae vie oe .. 842 
DISCIPLINE OF THE NAvy.—Question, Mr. Bellairs (Lynn Regis); Answer, Mr. 
Edmund Robertson ee za F ne ‘ He se «. 843 
DuTIES OF THE LORD PRESIDENT OF THE COUNCIL.—Question, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, 
N.); Answer, Mr. McKenna .. oe = ae a ml .. 843 
APPOINTMENT AND PRoMoTION OF CusToMS OFFICERS.—Questions, Mr. C. 
Duncan (Barrow-in-Furness) ; Answers, Mr. McKenna Soy ts o. 44 
PostaL Servants AND Notice OF ALTERATION OF Duty.—-Question, Mr. E. 
Edwards (Hanley); Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton .. me ae .. 848 
Epvcation Expenpirure.—Question, Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, W.); 
Answer, Mr. Birrell da £ a a ia oe oe «« S49 
JnisH Scooot Buttpina Pians.—Question, Mr. Wm. Abraham (Cork County, 
N.E.); Answer, Mr. MeKenna : 850 
RE-INSTATEMENT OF Evictep TeNnants—Case or Mr. Greorce Warp.— 
Question, Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W.); Answer, Mr. Bryce a -« 850 
IntsH SALMON FisHerRtES—Use or Drirr Nets.—Question, Mr. Hugh Law; 
Answer, Mr. Bryce ake Fe <i te we a ma .. &50 
Light Dues (Abolition) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 
Sir Robert Ropner (Stockton) <a ee oy oa ae co Sl 


Mr. W. R. Rea (Scarborough) we ee ee ee ae ve “SOO 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Sur Robert Ropner.) 


Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) a i ss ree 2, -. 858 
Mr. Harold Cox (Preston) Ss = 2 .. 860 


Amendment proposed— 


‘“ To leave out the word ‘ now,” and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Harold Coz.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Mr. David Maclver (Liverpool, Kirkdale) 


Mr. J. M. Robertson (Northumberland, Tyneside) ms 
Mr. Seddon (Lancashire, Newton) «ea we + + 


‘ ae ae ee 862 
oe 863 
-. 865 
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Mr. J. D. White (Dumbartonshire) 

Mr. Byles (Salford, N.) .. 

Mr. W. Redmond (C tl E.) 

Mr. R. Balfour (Lanarkshire, Partick) 
Mr. Wilkie (Dundee) ae 
Mr. Ridsdale (Brighton) 

Mr. Joyce (Limerick) be 

Mr, Cairns (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 

Mr. Maddison (Burnley) 


The President of the Board of Trade (M r. Lloyd-George, Carnarvon) 


Mr. Barrie (Londonderry, N.) 

Sir Christopher Furness (Hartle pool) 

Mr. J. Chamberlain (Birmingham, W.) 
Major Seely (Liverpool, Abercromby) 

Mr. O'Grady (Leeds, E.) : 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) . 


Question put. 


The House divided : Ayes, 142 ; Noes, 169. (Division List No. 68.) 


Words added. 
Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 
Second Reading put off for six months. 
Rating of Machinery Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Bright (Oldham) .. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 


time.’—(Mr. Bright.) 


Mr. J. Johnson (Gateshead) 
Lord Willoughby de Eresby (Lincolnshire, Horncastle) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 


add the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ””—(Mr. J. Johnson.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part ot the Question.” 


Mr. Stuart (Sunderland) ‘ : 

Mr. R, Duncan (Lanarkshire, Govan) w35 
Mr. Fenwick Northumberland, Wansbeck) .. 
Mr. Charles Roberts (Lincoln) 

Mr. Myer (Lambeth, N.) 4% 

Mr, Summerbell (Sunderland) ae 

Mr. Lupton (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 

Mr. J. D. White (Dumbartonshire) 


The Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Runci- 


man, Dewsbury) .. te ss sc ot 


And, it being Five of the clock, the Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 
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NEW BILL. 


VACCINATION ProsEcuTIONS.—Bill to provide that no Prosecution under the 
Vaccination Acts shall be commenced without the authority of the guardians, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Pickersgill, Mr. Channing, Mr. Goddard, 
Mr. Brigg, Mr. Corrie Grant, and Mr. Bill. 


Vaccination Prosecutions Bill.—‘ To provide that no Prosecutions under 
the Vaccination Acts shall be commenced without the authority of the 
guardians,” presented accordingly, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Friday next, and to be printed. [Bill 192.] 


Income Tax.—Select Committee appointed to inquire into and report upon the 
practicability of graduating the Income Tax, and of differentiating, for the 
purpose of the tax, between permanent and precarious incomes. 


Ordered, That the Committee do consist of Seventeen Members. 


The Committee was accordingly nominated of—Mr. Beach, Mr. Brace, Mr. 
Bridgeman, Mr. Cavendish, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Evans, Mr. George 
Faber, Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. Hayden, Sir William Holland, Sir Seymour 
King, Mr. M‘Crae, Mr. McKenna, Mr. William Redmond, Mr. Rose, 
Mr. Trevelyan, and Mr. Whittaker. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 


Ordered, That Five be the quorum.—(Mr. Whiteley.) 


Whereupon Mr. Speaker, in pursuance of Standing Order No. 3, adjourned the 
House without Question put 


Adjourned at six minutes after Five o’clock till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 7rH MAY, 1906. 
Several Lords took the Oath. 


The Marquess of Anglesey sat first in Parliament after the death of his 
kinsman... ts es ~ i we we os ee ee 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Lord Tredegar’s Supplemental wate Bill - L. I —Judges’ report received ; 
Bill presented, and read la. ‘ ” - ie ‘ 


Standing Orders Committee—Report from, that the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the petitions for Bills by the Ritz Hotel, 
Limited ; John Cesar Crellin ; ought to be dispensed with, and leave given 
to introduce the Bills. 


And that the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the 
Sutton District Water Bill ought to be dispensed with. Read, and agreed to 


xcev 
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The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with :-—Macelesfield and District Tr ramways ; Midland R ailway 


And also the certificate that the Standing Orders have not been com- 
plied with in respect of the petition for additional revision in the following 
Bill :—Scottish Union and National Insurance [H.L.] 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Great Northern (Ireland) and Midland Railways Bill ie L.].—Re cia 


from the Select Committee, with Amendments 


Great Western and Rhymney Railway Companies Bill [#..].—Report 
from the Select Committee, That it is not expedient to proceed further 


with the Bill; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Manchester Churches Bill [u.t.}, Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) 
Docks and Railway Bill [H.u.]; Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway 
Bill [H...]; Folkestone and District Electricity Supply Bill [a.1.]: Shrop- 
shire, Worcestershire, and Staffordshire Electric Power Bill [H.L.}; Kent 
Electric Power Bill [.L.]; Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tramways 
(No. 1.) Bill [n.1.]; Folkestone, Sandgate. and Hythe Tramways (No. 2) 
Bill [u.u.J. Report from the Committee of Selection, That the 
Lord Willoughby de Broke and the Lord Dunboyne be proposed to the 
House as members of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of 
the Earl of Mayo and the Viscount Falmouth ; read, and agreed to .. 


Wallasey Tramways and aed Bill[u.u.], Read * and passed, 
and sent to the Commons .. a ste ae ss 


Cathcart District Railway (Superfluous Lands) Order Confirmation 
Bill: North Berwick Corporation Order Confirmation Bill, brought 
from the Commons ‘ se 


Cathcart District Railway (Superfluous Lands) Order Confirmation 
Bill (No. 73) ; North Berwick Corporation Order Confirmation Bill (No. 74). 
Read ta; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have been read 2a (The Lord Hamilton of 
Dalzell), and reported from the Committee... ee 


PETIZIONS. 
Epvucation.—Petitions m favour of denominational religious teaching ‘in 


schools. (1). Of teachers in schools at Phillack—Salmesbury—St. Peter’s 


—and Ashton-under-Lyne (2). Of parents and guardians of children at 


Salmesbury—and Ashton-under-Lyne (2). 


Read, and ordered to lie on the Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Epvucation (ScoTLanp).—General Report by the Chief Inspector of the Northern 
Division of Scotland, for the year 1905 - ‘se ne s a 
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RoyaL COLLEGE OF ScieENCE.—Final Report of the Departmental Committee 
on the Royal College of Science, etc. Vol. II. Minutes of Evidence, Appen- 
dices—(II. XIII.), and Index .. - és os ie ‘a a 


NatTaL.—Correspondence relating to native disturbances in Natal a os 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).— 


No. 3573. Egypt (Port Said and Suez). 
No. 3574. Russia (Moscow). 
No. 3575. Russia (Finland 
No. 3576. China (Swatow). 


No. 3577. Turkey (Trebizond). 
No, 3578. Chna (Hankow). 


Army (Mixirary Prisons).—Report on the discipline and management of the 
military prisons, 1905. a oa - - 3 a 


XAILWAY RetuRNs.—Return relating to the railways of the United Kingdom 
for the year 1905. Preliminary statement 


EpvucaTion COMMISSIONERS (IRELAND).—Annual Report for the vear 1905 Pe 


PUBLIC a ee Annual —— of the Deputy Keeper of the 
Public Records .. rt a ts me . ate 


RAILWAY RATES (PREFERENTIAL TREATMENT).—Departmental Committee 
appointed by the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries to inquire and report 
whether preferential treatment is given by the railway companies in Great 
Britain to foreign and colonial, as compared with home, farm, dairy, and 
market garden produce. Report; Minutes of evidence, with appendices 
and index .. ae ae 8 is eis a ee a3 me 


INTERNATIONAL AGRICULTURAL INstTITUTE.—Correspondence relative to the 
establishment of an international agricultural institute, with the Report 
of the British delegates and the Minutes of the proceedings at the Inter- 
national Conference on agriculture at Rome .. ee re a oe 


LICENSING STATISTICS.—NStatistics as to the operation and administration of 
the laws relating to the sale of intoxicating liquors, for the vear 1905. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Po.tuine Districts (County or DurHAm).—Order made by the council of the 
county of Durham altering certain polling districts in the Chester-le-Street 
Parliamentary division of the country .. a a <x aa ‘ 


SHop Hours Act, 1904 (RHonDDA UrsBan District).—Order made by the urban 
district council of Rhondda, confirmed by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, fixing the hours of closing for certain shops within the 
district ia ~~ es a or “3 ee wd ‘i oe 


SUPERANNUATION, 


Treasury Minute, dated Ist May, 1906, declaring British Central Africa, 
the East Africa Protectorate, Northecn Nigorie, the Somaliland Protectorate, 
Southern Nigeria, and U ganda to be unhealthy places for the purpose of the 
Superannuation Acts, | 859 and 1876. 


VOL. CLVI. [Fourty SEriEs.] g 
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Treasury Minute, dated Ist May, 1906, granting a retired allowance to 
Mr. William Pearson, Staff Clerk. War Office. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table a Pe 


Universities (ScoTrLanp) Act.—University Court Ordinance, No. XIV. (Edin- 
burgh No. 4) Institution of Degrees in Veterinary Medicine and Surgery 
and relative regulations. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and to be 
printed. (No 70.) 

Imports INTO CaNADA.—Return respecting. Laid before the House (pursuant 
to Order of the 30th of March last), and to be printed. (No. 71.) 


Sranpine Commirrree.—Report from the Committee of Selection for the Standing 


Committee, that they have added the Earl Carrington to the Standing Com- 
mittee ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Colonial Marriages Bill [4.1.]—A Bill to declare the law with respect to 
marriage between a man and his deceased wife’s sister domiciled in pais 
of the British Possessions where such a marriage is legal. Was presented 
by the Lord Elgin (E. Elgin and Kincardine); read 1°; to be printed, and 
to be read 2" on Tuesday the 15th instant. (No. 75.) 


Matrimonial Causes Acts Amendment Bill [u.L.|—Exrrapirion BIL 
|H.L.].—Orders of the Day for the Second Reading read, and discharged 


Post Office (Money Orders) Bill.—House in Committee (according to Order) ; 
Bill reported without Amendment ; and re-committed to the Standing 


Committee 


Seed Potatoes Supply (Ireland) Bill.—Read 3° (according to Order), with the 


Amendments. and passed, and returned to the Commons 
TURKEY AND Eaypt. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Fitz maurice) 


Public Trustee Bill (4.1.].—House in Committee (according to Order). 
[The Earl of Onstow in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 


The Lord Chancellor (Lord Loreburn) 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, line 15, after the word ‘ Act’ to insert the words ‘ nor anv 
trust under a deed of arrangement for the benefit of creditors, nor the 


administration of any insolvent estate.’ ”’—(The Lord Chancellor.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clause 3 :— 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, line 29, after the word ‘ undertaking’ to insert the words 


* declaration in writing signed and sealed by him.’ ”—(The Lord Chancellor.) 
On Question, Amendment agre d to. 

The Lord Chancellor .. oe <4 as «ss . 921 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, line 58, after the word ‘ Act’ to insert the words ‘ subjecc 
to such conditions as may be imposed by the rules.’ ”—( The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 4 :— 
The Lord Chancellor 
Amendment moyed— 
“In page 3, line 15, to leave out the word ‘ the’ and to insert the words 
subject to rules under this Act the’ ; and after the word ‘ such’ to insert 


the words ‘ and whether or not the number of trustees has been reduced below 
the original number.’ ’—(The Lord Chancellor). 


‘ 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lord Faber .. a ‘ie ore ne ee 2 oe O22 
Amendment moved— 

“In page 3, line 27, after the word ‘ trustee ’ to insert the words ‘ jointly 
with the other trustees or trustee.’ ’’—(Lord Faber.) 

The Lord Chancellor - re ue sis es as oo 922 
Amendment by leave of the House withdrawn. 

The Lord Chancellor as wt %s es nf . = 
Amendment moved— 

“In page 4, line 7, to leave out the word ‘ need’ and insert the word 
* shall. ? °—(The Lord Chancellor.) 
On Question, Amendmen: agreed to 

The Lord Chancellor r - ae - as wa -. 923 
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Amendment moved— 


good faith.’ ”’—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


Lord Ashbourne 


Lhe Lord Chancellor mr sng ste ig et 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


he acts in good faith.” —(Lhe Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Lord Faber .. sy és 
The Lord Chancellor 


Amendment moved— 


Chancellor.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 5 :— 
Lhe Lord Chancellor ws ais ie on a 


Amendment moved— 


any other sufficient description.’ °—(Lhe Lord Chancellen.\ 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 

Lhe Lord Chancellor ses ics Ks ou 
Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 6, line 7, after the word ‘ given’ to insert the 
the prescribed manner.’ ”—-(Zhe Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment ¢ greed to, « 


The Lord Chancellor 


In page 5, line 18, to leave out Sub-section (4).7°— 































Page 


“In page 4, line 10, after the word ‘ otherwise’ to insert as a new 
proviso the words ‘and (b) where a request to concur is made in writing, 
signed by all the managing trustees, accompanied by a certificate from a duly 
qualified solicitor not being a trustee that the matter in which the custodian 
trustee is requested to concur is within the powers of the trust, the custodian 
trustee shall not be obliged to inquire into the legality of the matter, and 
shall be exonerated from all consequences of his concurrence if he acts in 


“Tn page 4, line 28, after the word ‘ trustee,’ to insert the words ‘if 


“Tn page 5, line 26, after the word ‘ name’ to insert the words ‘ or 
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Amendment moved— 
“In page 7, line 14, after the word ‘ made’ to insert the words 
‘ provided that a failure to give any such notice shall not invalidate any 


appointment made under this section.’ ”—(Z'he Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Lord Ellenborough Fe Rr v By oe =a es 


Amendment moved— 

“Tn page 6, line 14, after the word ‘ made’ to insert as a new sub- 
section * (5) If any trustee or beneficiary in any existing or future trust 
in which a solicitor is acting or has acted in the double capacity of 
solicitor and trustee, shall apply to the Court to have the public trustee 
appointed as additional trustee, the Court shall make the appoint- 
ment.’ —(Lord Ellenborough.) 

On Question, new sub-section, as amended agreed to. 
Clause 5, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 6 agreed to. 
Clause 7 :— 
Lord Faber ne ve ne as os ‘- ne a 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 7, line 4, to leave out from the word ‘ discharge’ to the end 
of the sub-section.”—Lord Faber.) 


The Lord Chancellor z ae mr aa ne ae a 
Lord Faber .. re ae oe Pr as ae aa Pie 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Clause 7 agreed to. 
Clauses &, 9, and 10 agreed to. 
Clause 11 :— 
The Lord Chancellor Re we se oe ors aa me 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 8, line 39, to leave out from the word ‘ provided ° to the 
word ‘ solicitor’ on page 9, line 5.”°—(Zhe Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 11, as amended, agreed to. * 
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Clause 12 agreed to. 





Clause 13 :— 


Amendment moved— 

“In page , line 35, after the word ‘ estate’ to insert as new sub- 
sections: (2) The Court may make the appointment of a person as 
judicial trustee to act as executor or administrator, with the will 
annexed, temporary, or subject to such conditions as to it may seem fit, 
and may sanction or direct the transfer of the estate to some other 
person for administration, and also the release of the person by whom 
such transfer is made. (3) Where application is made to the Court 
for the appointment of a judicial trustee, and it appears to the Court 
that the gross value of the trust property is less than five hundred pounds 
the Court shall appoint a judicial trustee, unless sufficient cause is 
shown to the contrary. (4) This section shall be read as one with the 
Judicial Trustees Act, 1896.”—(Lhe Lord Chancellor.\ 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 13, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 14 :-— 
The Lord Chancellor es wh ee oT ee 7 vs GOL 
Amendment moved— 

“In page 9, line 36, to leave out the word ‘ unless’ and insert the 
words ‘subject to rules under this Act and unless. ”—(Zhe Lord 
Chancellor.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 14, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 15 :— 


Lord Ashbourne ti “ie a sis a i i ce “931 
The Lord Chancellor iG ‘i - ans a eis «. ‘982 


Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 15, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 16 :— 

Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 16, as amended, agreed to. 


Remaining clause agreed to, and Bill re-committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee ; and to be printed as amended. (No. 72.) 
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YEOMANRY Camp CANTEENS. 


Lord Willoughby de Broke 

The Marquess of Bath 

The Duke of Marlborough 

The Under-Secretary of State for War (Lhe Earl of “Portsmou ith) 
Lhe Marquess of Lansdowne the xe i “ 
Lhe Earl of Denbigh .. 

Viscount Ridley y 

The Lord Privy Seal (Lhe Marque 88 of Ripon) 


House adjourned at five minutes before Six o’clock, till To-morrow. 
half-past Ten o’clack 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, Tra MAY, 106, 


The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS 


Private Bitis [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NoT PRevioUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLiED WiTH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Preston, Chorley, and Norwich 
Tramways Bill [Lords]; Sheffield District Railway Bill [Lords]; South 
Lancashire Tramways (Extension of Time) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time me “3 = ee 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs (NO STANDING OnDERS APPLICABLE).—Mr. SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :—Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders ( No. 3) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 1) Bill 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time To-morrow 


PROVISIONAL OnDER BILt (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable 
thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 4) Bill 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time To-morrow 


H. R. Baines and Company Bill [Lorps]; Vauclain’s Patent Bill ea — 
Read the third time, and passed, without Amendment “a ; on 


London County Council (Money) BilJ.—Read a second time, and committed 
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Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—** To con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for Irelan« 
relating to Birr, Dungarvan, Londonderry. Trim, and Tuam (Rural),” pre- 
sented by Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland; supported by Mr. Bryce; 
read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 195.] 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—‘ ‘To con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for Ireland 
relating to Dublin and Armagh,” presented by Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland ; supported by Mr. Bryce ; read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 194. ] 


Shrewsbury Corporation Water Bill.—Ordered [April 10th]. that the 
Shrewsbury Corporation Water Bill be committed, read, and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Heacham Water Bill—Ordered | March 21st]. that the Heacham Water Bill be 
committed, read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act 
to incorporate the Penllwyn Railway Company ; and for other purposes. 


| Penllwyn Railway and Road Bill [Lords.] 


Penllwyn Railway and Road Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. ae re 


PETITIONS. 


Coat Mines (E1cut Hours) Biii.—Petitions in favour; from Altofts (Nos. 1 
and 2); Elsecar; Haigh; Manvers Main; Newland Normanton ; Wharn- 
cliffe Silkstone ; and, Woodthorpe Collieries ; to lie upon the Table 


Epvucation (ENGLanp AND Wates) Br.t.—Petitions from Sarum St. Edmund. 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


Epvucation (ENGLAND AND WALEs) Bit (RELIGIOUS TEACHING).— Petitions 
against alteration of Law ; From Alcester, Alderminster ; Alfrick ; Allesley ; 
Alnmouth ; Areley Kings; Aston Cantlow ; Aston Magna; Atherstone ; 
Avlesford (two) ; Barston; Barton on the Heath ; Bedworth ; Beltingham 
with Henshaw; Benwell; Berkswell: Bidford: Bilton ; Binley ; Birling 
(two); Birmingham; Bishampton; Bishop’s Tachbrook ; Blackheath ; 
Blyth and Horton ; Bolton; Brabourne ; Brandsby cum Stearsby ; Bred- 
bury (two); Brinklow; Burmington ; Butters Marston; Bywell ; Cam- 
bois ; Chadkirk (two); Charing; Charlecote ; Chelsea; Chequerbent ; 
Churchill; Church Hulme; Church Lawford with King’s Newnham ; 
Claines ; Cotheridge ; Cramlington ; Cubbington ; Deptford ; Dodderhill ; 
Dunchurch ; Eckington ; Ellesmere Port ; Evesham; Eckenham ; Finstall ; 
Fiddington ; Foleshill ; Folkestone ; Frimley (two) ; Gabalfa (two) ; Great 
Comberton ; Halesowen; Halford; Hammersmith ; Harley Wood (two) : 
Harrietsham ; Hatton ; Heddon on the Wall; Herne; Herne Bay ; Hind- 
lip; Hulton; Husthwaite; Idlicote; Kenilworth; Kidderminster ; 
Kilvey (two); Kineton; Kington and Dormston; Kirk Whelpington ; 
Knightwick and Doddenham ; Little Chart ; Little Lever (two) ; Llandaff 
(two); Long Itchington; Lucker, Bradford, and Adderstone ; Lulsley ; 
Malvern (three) ; Malvern Link; Marton Mawgan (two); Meriden; Mid- 
somer Norton (two); Meluron; Moor Monkton (two); Myddle; 
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Newbold on Stour ; Newbold Pacey and Asherne; Newburn; Netherton ; 
Newcastle-on-Tyne (fifteen) ; Ninebanks; Normanton (two); North Gos- 
forth ; North Shields (two)) ; Oldberrow cum Norton Bagot and Spernall ; 
Old Milverton and Guys Cliffe; Overburv; Pedmore; Preston Bagot ; 
Rainbow Hill; Rashcliffe; Ratley; Redditch; Romsley ; Rowington ; 
Rusholme; St. Ives (two); St. Paul in the Blockhouse; Salwarpe ; 
Shelsley Beauchamp; Shelsley Walsh; Shilton and Anstey; Sibertswold 
(two); Sissinghurst; Slaley; Snodland (two); Staunton; Stepney ; 
Stoke Prior; Stourbridge; Suckley; Tardebigge; Teston (two); Tyne- 
mouth ; Upper Arley ; Upton Snodsbury ; Wallsend (four) ; Walton Dale : 
Wappenbury with Eathorpe; Warmington; Warwick; Wealdstone : 
Welland ; Wing (two) ; Witney ; Wolford ; Wollaston; Wolston; Wolvey ; 
Woolston, Brandon, and Bretford ; and, Worcester ; to lie upon the Table 


EpucaTIon oF DEFECTIVE CHILDREN (ScoTLAND) BriLu.—Petition from Old 
Monkland, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Sunpay Trapine (ScoTtanD) BiLt.—Petition from the Royal Burghs of Scot- 
land, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


VaccINATION Acts.—Petition from Sandwich, for repeal ; to lie upon the Table .. 
RETURNS, REPURTS, “Te. 


Epucation (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Annual Report of the Commission- 
ers of Education in Ireland for the year 1905 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table aa ‘ ‘i “s - 


Roya CoLLeGe OF ScleNcE (UEPARTMENTAL CoMMITTEE).—Copy presented, 
of Final Report of the Departmental Committee on the Royal College of 
Science (including the Royal School of Mines), Vol. II., Minutes 9f Evidence, 
Appendices II. to XIII., and Index [by Command! ; to lie upon the Table .. 


Mi.irary Prisons.—Copy presented, of Report on the Discipline and Manage- 
ment of Military Prisons in 1905 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Narat.—Copy presented, of Correspondence relating to the Native Disturbances 
in Natal [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL Sertes).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3573 to 3578 [by Command}; to lie upon 
the Table < 


Epucation (ScOTLAND) (GENERAL Reports).—Copy presented, of General Re- 
port by the Chief Inspector of the Northern Division of Scotland for the 
year 1905 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table es ss 


Universities (Scottanp) Act, 1889 (OrDINANCE).—Copy presented, of Uni 
versity Court Ordinance No. XIV. (Edinburgh, No. 4) (Institution ef De- 
grees in Veterinary Medicine and Surgery and relative Regulations) [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 158] e 


INTERNATIONAL AGRICULTURAL InstITUTE.—Copy presented, of Correspondence 
relative to the establishment of an International Agricultural Institute, 
with the Report of the British Delegates, and the Minutes of Proceedings 
at the International Conference on Agriculture at Rome [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table 
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Boarp oF AGRICULTURE AND FISHERIES (DEPARTMENTAL COMMITTEE).—Copy 
presented, of Report of the Departmental Committee appointed by the 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries to inquire into and report whether Pre- 
ferential Treatment is given by the Railway Companies in Great Britain 
to Foreign and Colonial as compared with Home farm, dairy, and market 
garden produce, with Minutes of Evidence, Appendices, and Index | by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table ‘ es ws 


SupERANNUATION Acts, 1858 anp 1876.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated May Ist, 1906, declaring British Central Africa, the East Africa 
Protectorate, Northern Nigeria, the Somaliland Protectorate, Southern 
Nigeria, and Uganda to be unhealthy places within the meaning of The 
Superannuation Act, 1876 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table .. 


SuPpERANNUATION Act, 1887.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
May Ist, 1906, granting to Mr. William Pearson, Staff Clerk. War Office, 
a Retired Allowance under the Act [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table .. ‘ 


Licensinc Statistics, 1905.—Copy presented, of Statistics as to the operation 
and administration of the Laws relating to the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors 
for the year 1905 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Pus.ic Recorps.—Copy presented, of Sixty-seventh Annual Report of the 
Deputy Keeper of the Public Records [by Command], t> lie upon the Table 


Pouuinc Districts (Country oF DurHAM).—Copy presented, of Order made 
by the County Council of Durham, altering certain Polling Districts in the 
Chester-le-Street Parliamentary division of the county [by Act], to le 
upon the Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House 


Lunacy.—Copy of Report to the Lord Chancellor of the number of visits made, 
the number of Patients seen, and the number of miles travelled by the Visi- 
tors of Lunatics between October Ist, 1905, and March 31st, 1906 [by Act] 


East Inpra (FINANCIAL STATEMENT).—Address for “* Return of the Indian Fin- 
ancial Statement for 1906-7, and of the Proceedings of the Legislative Coun- 
cil of the Governor-General thereon.” —(Sir Henry Fowler) 


IrtsH Lanp Act, 1903 (INvEsTMENT OF FuNpDs).—Copy ordered, “ of Statement 
issued by a special Committee of the Dublin Stock Exchange with reference 
to the Investment of Funds under the control of the Supreme Court.”— 
(Sir William Bull).. 


Urrimvs H-rres (Scortanp) (Account AND List oF Estates).—Return ordered, 
‘of Abstract Account of the receipts and payments of the King’s and Lord 
Treasurer's Remembrancer in Scotland, in the year ended December 31st, 
1905, in the Administration of Estates and Treasure Trove on behalf of the 
Crown.” 


“ And, of Alphabetical List of Estates which fell to the Crown as UI- 
timus Heres in Scotland, administered by the King’s and Lord Treasurer’s 
Remembrancer, in the same year.” —(Mr. McKenna)... ie ss as 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


ARMAMENT OF THE “ County CLAss ” CruISERS.—Question, Mr. Nield (Middle- 
sex, Ealing); Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson ae oe a sé 


FARRIERS AND THE WORKMEN’S CoMPENSATION AcT.—Question, Mr. Stuart- 
Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) ; Answer, Mr. Gladstone 


SPEECHES OF THE UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR THE COLONIES.—Question, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain (Birmingham, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Churchill 


THE Penpine ImpeRIAL COLONIAL CONFERENCE.—Question, Mr. J. Chamberlain ; 
Answer, Mr. Churchill 


Enteric Fever aT DarentH ASYLUM, Kent.—Question, Mr. Pike Pease 
(Darlington) ; Answer, Mr. John Burns ws ; : 


ILLITERATE VorerRs.—Question, Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) ; Answer, Mr. Gladstone 


VaccINATION EXEMPTION CERTIFICATE AT OXFORD.—Question, Mr. Summerbell ; 
(Sunderland) ; Answer, Mr. Gladstone .. 


EDUCATION—DISTINCTION BETWEEN PAUPER AND NoON-PAUPER CHILDREN.— 
Question, Mr. Summerbell; Answer, Mr. Birrell 


Epvucation Bitu AND ReEsIDENTIARY TRAINING COLLEGES.—Question, Mr. 
Mond (Chester) ; Answer, Mr. Birrell 


EDUCATIONAL ExPENDITURE.—Question, Sir George Doughty (Great Grimsby) ; 
Answer, Mr. Birrell 


PetitTIons To Privy CouNCIL AND THE ENDOWED ScHoo.ts Act.—Question, Mr. 
Herbert (Buckinghamshire, Wycombe); Answer, Mr. Birrell 


PRODUCTION OF CoAL IN THE UNITED Kincpom.—Question, Mr. Hicks-Beach 
(Gloucestershire, Tewkesbury) ; Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George .. * 


({LOUCESTERSHIRE SEWER COMMISSIONERS.—Question, Mr. Rendall (Gloucester- 
shire, Thornbury) ; Answer, Mr. Gladstone 


Direct anp InpIRECT TAXATION.—Question, Mr. Hicks-Beach ; Answer, Mr. 
Asquith F 


RECEIPTS FROM THE Coat Dutry.—Question, Mr. Hicks-Beach ; Answer, Mr. 
Asquith ; a 


RaILway AND Harpour CONSTRUCTION AT VIZAGAPTAM.—Question, Mr. Rees 
(Montgomery Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Morley . 


InpIAN ARMY ORGANISATION—OPINIONS OF LorDs CroMeER, ELGiN, SiR Davip 
BARBOUR AND Str HENRY BRACKENBURY.—Question, Mr. Rees; Answer, 
Mr. Morley ee és oe 


REORGANISATION OF INDIAN PoLice.—Question, Sir Seymour King (Hull, 
Central) ; Answer, Mr. Morley .. “a sis ae ~ oe ar 


evii 


Page 


949 


949 


949 


950 


951 


951 


951 


952 


952 


952 


953 


953 














eviii 
Maa 7.| 


REVENUE DeriveD From Import Duty in Inp1A.—Question, Mr. Pike Pease ; 
Answer, Mr. Morley 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


CoMPENSATION To EvicreD TENANTS ON THE LAMPHIERE EstTAaTE.—Question, 
Mr. Kendal O’Brien (Tipperary, Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Bryce .. 


THE CRETE CampaiGn.—Question, Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) ; Answer, Mr. Haldane 
Cost or A SoLpIER.—Question, Mr. Pike Pease ; Answer, Mr. Haldane .. 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


EXPLOSIVES CoMMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, 
The Secretary of State for War(Mr. Haldane, Haddingtonshire) 


Sotpiers’ Kits.—Question, Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Farnham) ; Answer, 
Mr. Haldane 


VaccinaTIoN oF SoLpIeRs.—Questions, Mr. T. F. Richards (Wolverhemp- 
ton, W.). Mr. Lupton (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) and Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) ; 
Answers, Mr. Haldane... ne re BN ie ate tg 


Fort Georce, INVERNESS-SHIRE.—Questions, Mr. Weir; Answers, Mr. Haldane 


Sours ArricAN MInE—THREATENED CLostnc.—Question, Mr. Levy (Leicester- 
shire, Loughborough); Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. Churchill, Manchester, N.W.) — .. 


ORANGE River CoLony.—Question, Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) ; Answer, Mr. 
Churchill .. ws ‘ 


Soutn Arrican Crviz Service.—Question, Sir Gilbert Parker; Answer, Mr. 


Churchill 


South Arrican Lanp SETTLEMENT ADVANCE.—Question, Sir Gilbert Parker ; 
Answer, Mr. Churchill oa - 


JOHANNESBURG AND PreTorIA PRoTEsTs.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, 
Mid); Answer, Mr. Churchill .. Led ae if 


REPATRIATION PROCLAMATION.—Question, Mr. Bottomley (Hackney, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Churchill ‘ve a 


Parers oN REPATRIATION.—Question, Mr. Lehmann (Leicestershire, Market 
Harborough) ; Answer, Mr. Churchill .. és ie - - ad 


GovERNMENT “Act oF BENEVOLENCE.”—Question, Mr. Chiozza Money (Padding- 
ton, N.); Answer, Mr. Churchill - 75 es ay ait ne 
THe FLoceine or Cooties.—Question, Mr. Mackarness (Berkshire, Newbury) ; 
Answer, Mr. Churchill .. ne a a * - es : 


REPATRIATION OF CHINESE CooLies.—Questions, Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs), 
Mr. Lehmann, Mr. Lonsdale, and Mr. Belloc (Salford, S.); Answers, Mr. 
Churchill ie an es 7 = - a es ns 


ILLITERATE CHINESE AND THE PROCLAMATION.—Question, Mr. Mackarness ; 
Answer, Mr. Churchill .. te a os ee a a or 


959 


959 


960 


961 


961 


962 


962 


963 


963 


964 


964 


965 


965 


966 


968 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
May 7.] 


Mart CoMMUNICATION WITH THE West INDIES.—Question, Mr. Mitchell-Thom- 
son (Lanark, N.W.) ; Answer, Mr. Churchill 


(OLONIAL CONFERENCE.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale ; Answer, Mr. Churchill .., 
SoutH Arrica War CoNTRIBUTION.—Question, Mr. T. F. Richards ; Answer, Mr. 
Churchill 


EpucaTIon IN CreyYLon.—Question, Mr. C. E. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Churchill - 

IRRIGATION EXPENDITURE IN INDIA.—Question, Mr. T. Hart-Davies (Hackney, 
N.); Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for India (Mr. John Ellis, 
Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) .. oe nr ee me 

CEMETERIES IN InDIA—CoNSECRATION Fres.—Question, Sir J. Jardine (Rox- 
burghshire) ; Answer, Mr. John Ellis 


ENGLISH CHURCHES IN INDIA.—Question, Sir J. Jardine ; Answer, Mr. John Ellis 


Army DistriputTion 1n InNDIA.—Question, Mr. T. Hart-Davies; Answer, Mr. 
John Ellis 


State oF Bencat.—Questions, Mr. C. J. O'Donnell (Newington, Walworth) 
and Mr. Rees (Montgomery Boroughs); Answer, The Prime Minister and 
First Lord of the Treasury (Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, Stirling Burghs) 


TurRKEY AND Eaypt.—Questions, Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) and Mr. 
Lupton ; Answers, The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Sir Edward 
Grey, Northumberland, Berwick) ne 

Bunper AppAs—CaBLe CoMMUNICATION.—Question, Mr. T. Hart-Davies (Hack- 
ney, N.); Answer, Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury, for Sir E. Grey) 


(7ERMANY AND THE SINAI PENINSULA.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale; Answer, Mr. 


Runciman 


Tue Tea Duty.—Question, Mr. Dalziel; Answer, The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer (Mr. Asquith, Fife, E.) on 


IncomE-Tax Inquiry.—Question, Mr. Laidlaw (Renfrewshire, E.); Answer, 
Mr. Asquith ac ‘i 


FLoaaine In Prisons.—Question, Mr. Richard Hazelton (Galway, N.) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Gladstone, Leeds, W.) 


EMPLOYMENT OF WomMEN—FacTory OrpeR.—Questions, Mr. J. Ramsay Mac- 
donald (Leicester) ; Answers, Mr. Gladstone .. 


oe 


REGENT SrrReEET ARRESTS.—Question, Mr. Ashley (Lancashire, Blackpool) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gladstone 


Prison Orriciats’ Pay.—Question, Mr. Summerbell (Sunderland) ; Answer, 
Mr. Gladstone 


TREATMENT OF CHILD OFFENDERS.—Question, Mr. H. J. Tennant (Berwick- 
shire); Answer, Mr. Gladstone 


METROPOLITAN PoLice.—Questions, Mr. Seaverns (Lambeth, Brixton) and Mr. 
Myer (Lambeth, N.); Answers, Mr. Gladstone eis 


cix 


Page 
968 
969 
969 


969 


970 


970 


971 


976 


977 


978 


979 


979 


979 








ex TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
May 7.| 

RETURN OF Imports AND Exports At PricEs oF 1900.—Question, Mr. Beckett 

(Yorkshire, N.R., Whitby); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade 


(Mr. Lloyd-George, Carnarvon Boroughs) as ae. % : 


One Man Compantes.—Question, Mr. Maclean (Bath); Answer, Mr. tae 


George a ane ne a Are Ae ar Ac 


Coa. Exports To GERMANY.—Questions, Mr. Lonsdale and Mr. Arnold-Forster 
(Croydon) ; Answers, Mr. Lloyd-George Pe ics ‘ i me 


DeatH CERTIFICATES IsstED TO FRIENDLY CoLLEcTING SocrETIEs.—Question, 
Mr. Summerbel! ; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board 
(Mr. John Burns, Battersea)... oie vs - - el 


REGISTRARS OF DEATHS AND THE PreEss.—Question, Mr. Charles Roberts 
(Lincoln) ; Answer, Mr. John Burns ge - ste x vs 


GROVE Park WoRKHOUSE—ENGINEER’S SALARIES.—Questions, Mr. Barker 
(Penryn and Falmouth) and Mr. Crooks (Woolwich); Answers, Mr John 


Burns as ve wes a oe = ‘ce 5 oe 


TEACHERS AND VACCINATION.—Question, Mr. Arnold-Forster: Answer, The 
President of the Board of Education (Mr. Birrell, Bristol, N.) 


SECONDARY ScHOOLS—DENOMINATIONAL DISQUALIFICATIONS.—Question, Mr. 
Lehmann; Answer, Mr. Birrell és es 


Kine’s ScHoLarsHIP ExaMINATION.—Question, Mr. Bridgeman (Shropshire) 
Oswestry); Answer, Mr. Birrell 


Epucation Brit Fryance.—Questions, Mr. Ashley and Lord Balearres ; 
Answers, Mr. Birrell in 


Hutt Epvucation CoMMirrEE—Orrer OF SCHOLARSHIPS.—Questions, Sir 
Seymour King; Answers, Mr. Birrell a bite 


PROVIDED ScHOOLS WITHOUT RELIGIouS TEACHING.—Questions, Mr. Soares 
(Devonshire, Barnstaple) and Lord Cecil; Answers, Mr. Birrell .. i 


ZOOLOGICAL GARDENS.—Question, Mr. Myer ; Answer, The Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury (Mr. McKenna, Monmouthshire, N.) ae ee kg 


Irish Lanp Act—Treascury INTERVENTIONS.—Questions, Mr, Ginnell (West- 


meath, N.); Answers, Mr. McKenna rg % om me ae 
IstaAnpd oF Lewis—StTaDER LAnpinec PLAcr.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
The Secretary for Scotland (Mr. Sinclair, Forfarshire) 6 ¥s ie 
Locus ScHoot Boarp.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Sinclair .. me 
Uie Vatuation Rotit.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Sinclair .. mp 


Hamana Crorr Dispute.—Question, Mr. John Dewar (Inverness) ; Answer, Mr. 
Sinclair 3 oe ei Bis Me one of ae ais zs 


s on APPOINTMENT AS MAGISTRATES.—Question, Sir J. Jardine; Answer, 
Mr. Sinclair ae a6 vs ate hs ok ne ei ate 


FEE: 





Page 


980 


980, 


981 


982 


982 


983 


983 


9&5 


98F, 


987 


987 


9ge 
938 


989 


99) 


990 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
May 7.) 


REPoRT ON CROFTERS 
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ScortisH LocaL GOVERNMENT AND FIsHERY Boarp Reports.—Question, Mr. 
Morton; Answer, Mr. Sinclair 


Roxsoro Roap Scuoon, Limertck.—Questions, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; Answers, 
The Attorney-General for [re!and (Mr. Cherry, Liverpool, Exchange) .. 


Future Tenants tx I[RELAND.—Question, Mr. Ginnell; Answer, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Bryce, Aberdeen, 8.) e ies “s is 

IntsH TEACHERS’ SALARIES.—Question, Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.); Answer, Mr. 
Bryce 


[rRIsH REPRESENTATIVE CHuRcH Bopy’s Estates.—Question, Mr. Thomas 
* O’Donnell (Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Bryce .. Ee a 


Kerry Evictep TENANTs.—Questions, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell and Mr. Flavin 
(Kerry); Answers, Mr. Bryce .. 


Rae Estate, Keer, County Kerry —Mr. Thomas O’Donnell; Answer, Mr. 
Bryce ‘ “i ei 


Fioceine 1n IrtsH Convict Prisons.—Questions, Mr. Hazelton; Answers, 
Mr. Bryce .. a a - 


Lorp De Vesa and Evictep Tenants.—Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s 
County, Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. Bryce a 


Mrs. Apatr’s MountMexziick Estate.—Question, Mr. Delany; Answer, Mr. 
Bryce oe ee ae ae he ae ie 

Matiacapurr Evictep Tenaxt.—Question, Mr. Vincent Kennedy (Cavan, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Bryce F 


IrtsH County Court Criers.—Question, Capt. Craig (Down, E.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Bryce 


MorrocH Bernarp Estate, Kerry.—Question, Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Bryce re Sa = or we ‘3 


Irish LAND ComMisstIoN STAFF.—Question, Mr. Hazelton; Answer, Mr. Brvce 
9 ’ A 


Irish AGrtcuLtture Inquiry ComMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Hammond (Carlow) 
Answer, Mr. Bryce ‘= ; i a 


Ciare Stop Lanps.—Question, Mr. Halpin (Clare, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Bryce 


Ineant Mortatity.—Question, Mr. Godfrey Baring (Isle of Wight); Answer 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) i ae a a 

Farr Wace CLAusE IN GOVERNMENT ConTRACTs.—Questions, Mr. O’Grady 
(Leeds, E.): Answers, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 


Piura Votine Bitu.—Questions, Mr. Lonsdale and Mr. Crooks; answers 
Sir H. Campbel!-Bannerman sy 
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Crown Lands Bill. Shabu from the Select Committee, without Amendment. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 159.] 


Bill recommitted to a Committee of the whole House for Monday next 


Dean Forest Bill.— Reported from the Select Committee, without Amendment. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 160.] 


Bill re-committed to a Committee of the whole House for Monday next 
NEW BILLS. 


Education of the Blind Bill —‘ ‘To provide for the Technical Education, 
Employment, and Maintenance of the Blind,” presented by Mr. Steadman ; 
supported by Mr. Summerbell, Mr. Crooks, and Mr. Clynes ; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday, June 19th, and to be printed. [Bill 195] 


Grocers’ Licences (Scotland) Bill—" To abolish Dealers, or Grocers’ 
Licences in Scotland,” presented by Mr. Rainy ; supported by Mr. Crombie, 
Mr. Dalziel, Mr. Lamont, Mr. Findlay, and Mr. Cameron Corbett ; to be 
read a second time upon Monday, May 28th, and to be printed. [Bull 196] 


Housing of the Working Classes Acts Amendment Bill. —Motion made, 
and Question proposed, “ That Sir John Dickson-Poynder be a Member of 
the Select Committee on the Housing of the Working Classes Acts Amend- 
ment Bill.”’—(Mr. Whiteley.) 

Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvi!) ' es es - <i 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury (Ur. George Whiteley, 
Yorks. W.R., Pudsey) .. en sis vi we 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 535; Noes, 85, (Division List No. 69.) 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Major Dunne be one other 
member of the Select Committee on the Housing of the Working 


Classes Amendment Bill.”"—(MWr. Whitely.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That the debate be now adjourned.’ 
—(Mr. Crooks.) 


Mr. George Whitely .. ta - es as eo 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. —Order for Second Reading read 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Wyndham (Dover) , éi si *é 
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Amendment proposed— 


* To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to add 
the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”"—(.Mr. Wyndham). 


Question proposed, ‘* That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 


The Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster sais Henry Fowler, Wolverhamp- 


ton, E.) , ; 5 eg .. 1028 
Mr. T. ie O Connor ae | Scotland) we 2p uP .- 104] 
Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire, Louth) .. S ay oe ae .. LOW 
Sir [Le ry ¢ ‘raik (Glasgow and Aberdeen Universitie s) ae oF .. LOL 


And, it being a quarter past Eight of the clock, and there being Private 


Jusiness set down by direction of the Chairman of Wavs and Means under 
Standing Order No. 8, further Proceeding was postponed without Question 


put. 
Mersey Railway Bill [Lorps| (By Orper.) 


Wirral Railway (Extension of Time) Bill [Lorns} (1 :R).— 
Reading deferred till Monday next at a quarter-past Hight of the clock .. 1065 


Pee 
resuming Adjourned 


Education (England and Wales) Bill.—Orler real, for 


Debate on Amendment to (Questi on, * That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 


Which Amendment was 


* To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to add 


the words ‘ upon this day six months.” "—(U>r. Wyndham.) 


Question again proposed, * That the word ‘ now ’ stand part of the Question. 


uw Henry Crail ns a re acs wa ara .- 106d 
Mr. Belloc (Salford, S.) : ee ae Ne sev ~« 108] 
Mr. J. Ramse y Macdonald sas Ys sighing Pae ar tas nae o~ Ito 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberiell, N.) ee: mee os = .. 1086 
Lord Cast/erea th (Maidstone) a ; ake uP a ~~ 1095 


Motion made, and Question, “ That the Debate be now adjourned.”—(Mr. 
Lloyd-Gearqe .)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Justices of the Peace (No. 2) Bill.—Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, * ‘hat the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) Pas a oe wa .. 1100 


Motion made, and Question, “ That the debate be now adjourned.”—(Vr. 
Baljour.)\—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


VOL. CLYVI. [FOURTH SERIES. ] ji 
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Motion made, and Question, “ That this House do now adjourn,” put, and 
agreed to. 


Adjourned at five minutes before Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 8ra MAY, 1906. 
The Lord Shute (V. Barrington) took the Oath. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been 
complied with :—Gas Companies (Removal of Sulphur Restrictions.) 


The same was ordered to lie on the Table .. sit 5 5 <0 MLO) 


Crellin’s Patents Bill [H.L.].—Presented (pursuant to leave given yester- 
day), and read 1". a és - i eh - es .. 1101 


Ritz Hotel Bill [1.1.].—Presented (pursuant to leave given yesterday) , read 
1* , and referred to the Examiners ee ie ae ss ive os DIO] 


Manchester Churches Bill [1.1.].—The Chairman of Committees informed th 
House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The Orders made on 
the 22nd of March and Thursday last discharged, and Bill commited =... 1101 


Folkestone and District Electricity Supply Bill [1.1.|.—The Chairman o 
Committees informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was with 
drawn. The Orders made on the 29th of March and Thursday last dis 
charged, and Bill committed is rs a = Me so EO 


Cambrian Railways Bill [.L.].—Reported from the Select Committee, with 
amendments Bs ats es a we ate ae Pac «« LOL 


Millwall Dock Bill. Reported, without Amendment .. 5 ais -« Ll 


Hull and Barnsley Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill [1.1.|.—Nottingham- 
shire and Derbyshire Tramways Bill [H.u.]; Havana United Railways and 
Regla Warehouses Bill [H.1.]; North Metropolitan Tramways Bill; 
Hull and Barnsley and Great Central Railway Companies Bill [ibe 


Reported, with Amendments 1101 
Scottish Provident Institution Buildings Bill [1.1.].—Committed .. 1102 
Portsmouth Water Bill [1.L.].—Leave given to the Select Committee to ad- 

journ over To-morrow ie 54 , = be me ne se F2EO 


Scottish Union and National Insurance Company Bill [u.1.] (Peririon 
FOR ADDITIONAL PROVISION).—Examiners’ Certificate of non-compliance 
with the Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Monday next 
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Carlisle Corporation Bill; Todmorden Corporation Bill; Great Eastern 
Railway Bill.—Read 2", and committed bs a a ‘a .. 1102 


Bacup Corporation Bill ; Cardiff Gas Bill.—Read 2", and committed. The 
Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. x -. 1102 


North East Lincolnshire Water Bill; Thornton Urban District Gas Bill; 
New Mills Urban District Council Bill.—Read 2*, and committed .. .. 1102 


Uxbridge Gas Bill.—Read 2", and committed. The Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection .. in $s dn oe .. 1102 


Buenos Ayres Grand National Tramways Bill [#.L.].—Read 3", and 
passed, and sent to the Commons es P ae Pr a -e 1102 


H. R. Baines & Company Bill [n.L.]; Vauclain’s Patent Bill [1.1.].— 


Returned from the Commons agreed to re ra ee ii .- 1102 


Great Yarmouth Waterworks and Lowestoft bat and Gas Bill[.v.}; 
Western Vallevs (Monmouthshire) Sewerage Board Bill [a.L.].—Report from 
the Committee of Selection, That the Five Lords appointed a Select Com- 
mittee on the op ered Kells, and Drogheda Railway Bill [.L.] and other 
Bills do form the Select Committee for the consideration of the Great 
Yarmouth Waterworks and Lowestoft Water and Gas Bill [.L.| and the 
Western Vallevs (Monmouthshire) Sewerage Board Bill [H.1.]; read, and 
agreed to. All petitions referred to the Committee. with leave to the 
petitioners praving to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as 
desired, also counsel for the Bills ae ea ve =e = .. 1102 


PETITIONS. 


LipUCATION.—Petitions in favour of maintenance of existing religious teaching 
in Church of England schools—of parents and guardians of children attending 
schools at Worsley; Manchester (2); Astlev (2); West Houghton (2) ; 

St. Marks; Monton; Eccles; Swinton; Farington; Hoole; Darwen (2); 
Goosnagh ; Blae kpool ; Blackburn (2). Of teachers in schools in West- 
houghton (3); Eecles; Swinton; Astley; Glodwick; Swinton: Hoole; 
Blackpool; Lytham; Darwen; Goosnagh; Blackburn (2).—Read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table she " et ae na ~ .. 1103 


Potsons AND PHarMacy Bixt [H.L.].—Petitions for amendment of; of persons 
signing; in Loughboro’; Lincoln; Nottingham; Shettield.—Read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table a ae aa ea «e at gar Oe 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Boarp oF EpucaTion (SpectAL REporRTS ON EpUCATIONAL SUBJECTS).— 
Volume 16. School Training for the Home Duties of Women. Part I. 
Belgium, Sweden, Norway, Denmark, Switzerland, and France. «+» 1103 


\Ltiens Act, 1905.—Return of alien passengers brought to the United Kingdom 
from ports in Europe or within the Me:literranean Sea during the three 
months ending 3lst March, 1906, toge Gher with the number of expulsion 


orders made during that period requiring aliens to leave the United Kingdom 1103 


Trape Rerports—MISCELLANEOUS SERIES.—No. 649. Gold Mines of Formosa 1103 
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No. 3579. Persia (Arabistan). 
No. 3580. Netherlands (Java). 
No. 3581. Persia (Bushire). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Fable .. i) oe OM 


Lunacy.—Report to the Lord Chancellor of the number of visits made, the 
number of patients seen, and the number of miles travelled by the visitors 
of lunatics from the Ist October, 1905, to the 3lst March, 1906. Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table a .. 1104 


StanpING Commitree.—Report from the Committee of Selection for the Stand- 
ing Committee, that they have added the Lord Hamilton of Dalzell, the 
Lord Granard (£. Granard), and the Lord Fitzmaurice to the Standing 
Committee: read, and ordered to lie on the Table .. a or -. 1104 


Poisons and Pharmacy Bill [u.1.].—Reported from the Standing Committee 
with further Amendments. The at of the Amendments made in Com- 


mittee of the Whole House and by the Standing Committee to be received 
on Friday next, and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 76) 4 .. 1104 


Public Trustee Bil] [1.1.].—Reported from the Standing Committee without 
further Amendments. The Report of the Amendments made in Com- 


mittee of the Whole House to be received on Thursday next we ~~ BIOS 


Patents, Designs and Trade Marks (Registration of Patent Agents) Bill 


[H.L.].—Reported from the Standing Committee with Amendments ; and to 


be printed as amended. (No. 77) a ae Sea oie 1104 
Post Office (Money Orders) Bill.—Reported from the Standing Committee 
without Amendment: and to be read 3" on Thursday next be .. 1104 
Solicitors Bill [H.L. |. —House in Committee (according to order). Bill re- 
ported without Amendment. Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to 
be read 3* on Thursday next... ‘ss 3 ats ea - .. Llo4 
STANDING ORDERS RELATING TO PRIVATE BILLs. 
The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Onslow) as ne .. LiO4 
Moved, that Standing Order No. 106, be amended by inserting after “ trade ” 
in line 4, ‘and His Majestv’s Office of Works.” —(The Earl of Onslow.) 
On Question, Motion agreed to. 
Standing Orders amended accordingly, and to be printed as amended. 
(No. 78.) 
LocaL TAXATION. 
The Earl of Denbi ‘yh o. LIOR 
The President of the Board of [ sieiiiers ind Fisheries (Earl Carrington) 1116 
The Lord Arch hbishop of Canterbury ~~ és as si 3, ZO 
Lord Zouche of Harynqworth : fe sd ea oo WEDS 


The Under-Secretary of State for Foreign ‘Afjaive (Lord Fitzmaurice) 1126 

















TABLE OF CONTENTS. exvii 
May 8.] Page 
Viscount Ridley i _ a 1129 


The Marquess of Lansdowne a aia ‘i .. 11 
The Lord Privy Seal (The Marquess of Ripon) re e - .. 1134 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’s ALLOTMENTS. 
Lord Ellenborough  .. a ne me ee se 2 .. 1136 
Moved, That there be laid before the House a Return showing the number of 
seamen (exclusive of officers) who entered into foreign-going agreements 


at the principal ports in the United Kingdom during the vears 1903-105 
and the number of allotments made by them in the following form :— 











a Number of Seamen Percentage of 
exclusive o | . i 
. P = ; , . Seamen who 
Name of Port. Ofticers) who entered (exclusive of Officers) | made allot- 
into foreign-going who made allotments. ments. 
Agreements. 
ee ee | 
To relatives 
or other | Toa Bank. 
persons. | 
| 
| 
| 
Total - - | 
—(Lord Ellenborough). 
On Question, Motion agreed to, and ordered accordingly —.. oa oo 1 


House adjourned at Seven o'clock, to Thursday next, half-past Ten 


o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 8ruH MAY, 1906. 
The House met at a Quarter before Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Britis [Lorps] (StanpING ORDERS NoT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMpPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz.:—National Assurance Company of 
Treland and Yorkshire Fire and Life Insurance Company Bill [Lords], 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time di re ar se FSG 
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Bethnal Green Borough Council (Superannuation) Bill nh —Read 
the third time, and passed, without Amendment we . ‘a .. 1138 


Antofagasta (Chili) and Bolivia Railway _ ashen: [Not amended], 


considered ; to be read the third time .. wh ne .. 1138 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No.3) Bill ; Local Government Provisional 


Orders (No. 4) Bill. —Read a second time, and committed —.. es 3 LESS 


Sea Fisheries Provisional Order Bill.—‘‘ To confirm a Provisional Order 
made by the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries under the Sea Fisheries Act, 
1868, relating to the Estuary of the Wash, in the county of Norfolk,” 
presented by Sir Edward Strachey : read the first time ; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 197]... 1138 


London Outer Circle Railway Bill; Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Committee on the Me tropolitan Outer Circle Railway Bill, 
1882, be referred to the Committee on the London Outer Circle Railway 
Bill.—(.Vr. Caldwell.) ee ahd a ais ns ae ae v- LES9 


Pontefract Corporation Bill —Reported from the Police and Sanitary Com- 
mittee with Amendments. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 1139 


RaILway Brits (Group 4).—Sir George Doughty from the Committee on Group 
4 of Railway Bills: That, for the convenience of parties, the Committee had 
adjourned till Tuesday next, at Eleven of the Clock. 


Report to le upon the Table . “<K ee a or oe BESS 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That thev have agreed to Seed Potatoes Supply 
(Ireland) Bill, with Amendments 


Thev have passed a Bill, intituled, * An Act to authorise the Wallasey 
Urban District Council to construct a tramway and promenades, and to make 
further provision in regard to their gas, water, electricity, ferries, and tram- 
ways undertakings, and the health, local government, and improvement of 
their district : and for other purposes.” oui allasey Tramways and Im- 


provements Bill [Lords.j .. ¢ ct is a i -- 1139 
Wallasey Tramways and Improvements Bill [].orns].—Read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ae ie -- 1139 
PETITIONS. 


CoaAL Mines (Ercur Hou RS) BILL. —Petitions in favour ; from Alloa and Devon ; 
Aldwarke (No. i): Alva: Clackmannan: Fforest Isaf; Hartshead: 
eee. Netherton: Tullicoultry ; and, West Bromwich Collieries ; 
to lie upon the Table ds ap ae a ne a ae .. 1159 


Epucation (ENGLAND AND Waters) Birt (RELIGIoUs TEACHING).—Petitions 

against alteration of Law. From Abberton; Acton Beauchamp: Acton 
Green; Amblecote ; Astley ; Atherstone on Stour; Attleborough : Anslev : 
Badsey with Aldington; Beaudesert: Birdingburv: Birlingham: Birts- 
morton ; Bishop's Waltham (two): Blackheath ; Bolton (three) ; Brecon ; 
Bradley : Bredicot ; Broadwas: Broome; Budbrooke ; Burnham Thorpe 
(two); Bushley ; Carbrooke ; Chaceley ; Chaddesley Corbett ; Charlecote : 
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Charlton Pershore ; Chawton (two) ; Chiddingstone (two) ; Chilvers Coton ; 
Claines ; Cleeve Prior ; Clifton on Dunsmore ; Cofton Hackett ; Combroke ; 
Cookley ; Copdock; Cossall; Coventry (three); Cradley; Croftherne ; 
Darlington (two); Defford cum Besford ; Denton; Dersingham; Devyn- 
nock; Doverdale; Droitwich; Dudley; Earls Croome and Hill Croome ; 
Kast Winch ; Elmley Castle ; Ethington ; Farington (two) ; Farnborough ; 
Farnsfield ; Flyford Flavel; Foleshill; Fordham; Frankton; Gaydon 
with Chadshunt ; Gow Honeybourne; Grandborough; Great Alne ; 
Great and Little Hampton ; Great Ringstead ; Great Yarmouth ; Harling- 
ton; Horstead; Hayes ; Himbleton ; Hinton Charterhouse; Holt ; 
Honiley ; Honingham and East Tuddenham; Horstead ; Hunningham ; 
Ickford (two); Kenilworth; Keresky; Kidderminster (two); Knights 
Enham cum Smannell; Leamington (three) ; Lighthorne; Little Comberton ; 
Little Hulton; Littleton (two); Lound; Loxley ; Marton; Masborough ; 
Moreton Morrell ; Moulton (two); Norton and Lenchwick ; Norton juxta 
Kempsey ; Old Swinford ; Omberslev; Pershore (two); Pinvin; Priors 
Hardwick ; Priors Marston ; Ripple; Rodmell; Runham; St. Marylebone ; 
St. Pancras (two); Sandon (two); Skillington (two); Snitterby ; Snitter- 
field; Southam; Spetchley with Warndon; Stanford Rivers; Stanwell ; 
Stibbington cum Sibson; Stockton; Stoke in Coventry; Stone; Stour- 
bridge ; Stretton on Fosse; Studley; Swavesey: Thorpe Abbotts: Toft 
Monks ; Tredington ; Upton on Severn ; Upton Warren; Uxbridge; Vent- 
nor (two); Walsgrave; Walton d’Eivile; Warwick (two): Wasperton ; 
Waterbeach (two); West Bromwich ; West Derby (two); West Drayton ; 
Weston; Whichford; Wichenford; Wick; Wickhamford; Wickham 
Market ; Wilden ; Witley ; Woburn Sands (two); Wolverley ; Wolverton 
Wootton Wawen ; Worcester (four); Wribbenhall; and, Wychbold; to 
lie upon the Table ee a Ss e 6 Fe a 


MERCHANDISE Marks Bitu.—Petition from Birmingham, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table 


PREVENTION OF CorRUPTION BiLL.—Petition from Birmingham, in favoi vr; to 
lie upon the Table 


SALE OF [nroxicatinc Liquors oN SunpAy.—Petition from Great Grimsby. 
for prohibition ; to lie upon the Table 


Wages Boarps Biti.—Petition from Birmingham, against; to lie upon the 


Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Boarp oF Epucation (SpectaAL Reeorts).—Copvy presented, of Special Reports 
on Educational Subjects, Vol. 16, School Training for the Home Duties 
of Women. Part II. Belgium, Sweden, Norway, Denmark, Switzerland, 
and France [by Command]: to lie upon the Table 


Auiens Act. 1905.—Copy presented, of Return of Alien Passengers brought 
to the United Kingdom from Ports in Europe or within the Mediterranean 
Sea during the three months ending March 31st, 1906, together with the 
number of Expulsion Orders made during that period requirmg Aliens 
to leave the United Kingdom [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Unrtrimus Hares” (Scortanp) (Account anp List or Estates).—Return 
presented, relative thereto [ordered May 7th; Mr. McKenna|: to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 161] 
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Trape Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3579 to 3581 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table ae ran es a ee 


Trape Reports (MiscELLANEOUS SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 649 [by Command]; to lie 


upon the Table 


New Writ.—New Writ for the Borough of Camberwell (Dulwich Division), in 
the room of Dr. Frederick Rutherfoord Harris (Chiltern Hundreds).—(Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood.) ‘% - “3 - es ; 

PurcuasE Inspectors (IRELAND).—Return ordered, “showing (1) names 

of Inspectors on behalf of the Estates Commissioners ; (2) date of original 

appointment ; (3) date upon which appointment expires; (4) age on 
appointment ; (5) residence at time of appointment ; (6) locality in which 
practical experience of land was acquired ; (7) where educated ; (8) previous 
occupation ; (9) acreage of land farmed; (10) whether held as owner or 
tenant ; (11) what other experience in agriculture ; and (12) what experi- 
ence in valuing, mapping, and surveying.” —(Mr. Ginnell) . 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


IrtsH PostaL AssISTANTS—RELIGIOUS QUALIFICATION.—Question, Mr. Barrie 
(Londonderry, N.); Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton 


Wixton Sus-Post Orrick, BourNEMOoUTH.—Question, Sir Robert Hobart 
(Hampshire, New Forest); Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton 


PostaL Sorting ALLOWANCES.—Question, Mr. J. P. Nannetti (Dublin, College 
Green); Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton 


ENGLISHMEN AND ForEIGNERS IN NatTAL.—Question, Mr. Myer (Lambeth, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Churchill 


Passive Resisters.—Question, Mr. Pike Pease (Darlington); Answer, Mr. 
Gladstone 


PROVISION FOR THE TEMPORARY DISCHARGE OF THE DUTIES OF DECEASED 
RecorDERS.—Question, Mr. Adkins (Lancashire, Middleton); Answer 
Mr. Gladstone a *. ae 


Tue ALBERT HALL DEMONSTRATION.—Question, Mr. Nield (Middlesex, Ealing) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gladstone 


St. Hetena As A Navat Port.—Question. Mr. Ridsdale (Brighton) ; Answer, 
Mr. Edmund Robertson 


Non-PrRovIpED ScHOOLS—VALUE OF PROVISION OF ScHooL HovusE, ETC.— 
Question, Mr. Mond (Chester); Answer, Mr. Birrell 


EXPENDITURE ON ELEMENTARY Epucation.—Question, Mr. Mond; Answer, 
Mr. Birrell ee a ; : 


Rexicious Instruction IN SEcONDARY ScHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Lehmann 
(Leicestershire, Market Harborough); Answer, Mr. Birrell 
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Customs CHEMICAL AssISTANT.—Question, Mr. Houston (Liverpool, West 
Toxteth); Answer, Mr. McKenna ... ei es és a .. 1148 


Testinc Work AT THE NATIONAL PuHysicaAL LABORATORY.—Questions, Mr. W. 
Pearce (Tower Hamlets); Answer, Mr. McKenna... “fa a -- 1148 


House or Commons Procepure.—Question, Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) ; Answer, 
Sir Henry Fowler .. 3 - me ‘ip - na a .. 1149 


Pay or LABOURER EMPLOYED BY Post Orrice AT BoLron.—Question, Mr. Gill 
(Bolton) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton ‘ “a i * .. 1149 


Marrtep Women’s LIABItiry.—Question, Sir Samuel Scott (Marylebone, W.) ; 
Answer, Sir Lawson Walton ae re ne ze ae a .. 1149 


CROWN AND Quit Rents tn IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 


Answer, Mr. McKenna .. Me oe, ae or ae x .. 1150 
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(Sutherland): Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson 
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Mr. Churchill 
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Orroman Rattway to Mecca.—Question, Mr. Lynch ; 
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Sir Edward Grev 


’Grady (Leeds, E.): 


The Solicitor Genera! (Sir W. Robson, South Shields) 


Mr. Sinclair - sig ie ox ee ‘ 


(Mr. Bryce, Aberdeen, 8.) a ae ey ‘ 


3ryce se ne ss me ee AE . 


ADMIRALTY — PRINTING AND STATIONERY VoTE.—Question, 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. McKenna, 


Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies ( 


Mr. 


Miuirary Mana@uvres.—Question, Major Renton (Gainsborough) ; 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Haldane, Haddington) 


. 


Answer, 


H.M.S. ‘ Acraron”’—PoLiuTION oF THE MrEpWaAy.—Question, Mr. Morton 


Bellairs ; 


Ricuts or Natives In SoutH Arrica.—Question, Mr. Myer (Lambeth, N.); 
Mr. Churchill, 


Maori Lanp SerrLeMENt Act.—Questions, Mr. Ashley (Blackpool) ; Answers, 


BacpaD Rattway—Turkisn Customs Dutres.—Questions, Mr. Rees (Mont- 
gomery Boroughs): Mr. Lynch (Yorkshire, W.R., Ripon) ; Answers, The 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Sir Edward Grey, Northumberland, 


Answer, Sir Edward 


Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Poplar) .. on uz 


‘Exeter) ; Answer, Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, 8.) 


METROPOLITAN PoLice.—Questions, Mr. Lea ; Answers, Mr. Gladstone .. 
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Answers, The Postmaster General 


(Mr. Sydney 


ARINACRINACHA AND CAMERSTERRACH PuBLIC ScHooLs.—Question, Mr. 
Answer, The Secretary for Scotland (Mr. Sinclair, Forfarshire) 


Reicious Tests For TEACHERS.—Question, Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) 
Answer, The President of the Board of Education (Mr. Birrell, Bristol, N.) 


THEY ARMOUTH ELEcTION.—Questions, Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) ; Answers, 


Exports oF Horses TO THE CONTINENT.—Question, Sir George Kekewich 


Weir ; 


Istanp oF Lewis—HEALTH ADMINISTRATION.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer. 


ScorrisH Epucation Reports.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Sinclair 


Irish Evicrep TENANTs.—Questions, Mr. Ginnell (Westmeath, N.) and Mi 
Reddy (King’s County, Birr); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland, 
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Irish DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE—VETERINARY BrancH.—Question, Mr. 
Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Bryce i ie -. 1168 


Irish TEACHERS SALARIES.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell ; Answer, Mr. 
Bryce - — a Pye vis ve = ms xs .. 1168 


Kerry Evictep TENANTSs.—Questions, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell and Mr. Flavin 
(Kerry, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Bryce < es _ és - a 3969 


SuirLey Estate.—Questions, Mr. McKean (Monaghan, 8.) and Mr. T. M. Healy 
(Louth, N.); Answer, Mr. Bryce re ve is ‘is << .. LITO 


Post Orrice Savincs Bank—Irisu Bustness.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton ae ae ee =e a on, ETI 


Bancor (County Down) Post Orricke.—Questions, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) 
and Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton .. «« NG 


Hovusine or THE WorkING CLAsses.—Questions, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr 
Tvdvil) and Mr. A. J. Balfour; Answer, The Prime Minister and First 
Lord of the Treasury (Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, Stirling Burghs) .. 1172 


BUSINESS OF THE House (SELECT COMMITTEE ON HovsING OF THE WoRKING 
CLiasses Acts AMENDMENT Brii).—Ordered, that the Proceedings on the 
nomination of the Select Committee on the Housing of the Working Classes 
Acts Amendment Bill be not interrupted this evening under the Standing 
Order (Sittings of the House), and may be entered upon and proceeded with 
at any hour, though opposed.—(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman.) oe oo REFS 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Sir Witttam Brampton GuRDON reported from the Committee of 
Selection, That they had discharged the following Member from the Stand- 
ing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures —Mr. Bright ; and had appointed in substitution, Mr. Robin- 


son. 


Report to lie upon the Table eas ne Be ae ke «. EF 


NEW BILLS, 


Fatal Accidents and Sudden Deaths Inquiry (Scotland) Biil—* To 
amend the Fata] Accidents Inquiry (Scotland) Act, 1895, and to make 
further provision for Inquiry into Sudden and Suspicious Deaths in Scot- 
land,”’ presented by the Lord-Advocate ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 198] .. ‘i ~ + .. 1174 


Education (England and Wales) Bill.—Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question [7th May], * That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Which Amendment was— 


“To leave out the word “ now,” and at the end of the Question te 
c 


add the words “ upon this day six months.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 
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Question again proposed, ‘‘ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the 
Question.” 


The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Lloyd-George, Carnarvon 


Boroughs) ae Sts os me ae UTE 
Sir William Anson (Orford U niversity) re es an ee .. 1188 
Mr. Alfred Hutton (Yorkshire, W.R., aang, es - es .. 1200 
Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) .. - a = .» 1205 
Mr. Maclean (Bath) - i 5 ‘ — + .. 1215 
Mr. Evelyn Cecil (Aston Manor) .. i s ie ‘4 “+ oe 
Mr. Adkins (Lancashire, Middleton) es oe ‘a 63 .. 1225 
Mr. Butcher (Cambridge University) es - He we .. 1229 
Mr. Rendall (Gloucestershire, Thornbury) .. ae — “ -. 1238 


Anda, it being a quarter past Eight of the clock, and there being Private 
Business set down by direction of the Chairman of Ways and Means 
under Standing Order No. 8, further Proceeding was postponed without 
Question put. 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Superannuation Fund Bill | Lor wi 
(By OrDER).—Read a second time, and committed .. ai -» 124] 


Education (England and Wales) Bill,—Postponed Proceeding on Amend- 
ment to Question [7th May], “‘ That the Bill be now read a second time,” 


resumed. 


Question again proposed, “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Ques- 


tion.” 
Mr. Rendall . 1241 
Sir Francis Powell (WwW igan) ; ie re = - ~. 1243 
Mr. Spicer (Hackney, Central) be ; - - <a -. 1249 
Sir John Kennaway (Devonshire, Honiton) “ .. 1254 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education (Ur. Lough, 
Islington, W.) .. by os si i x« L259 
Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorles y) a ea ai in .. 1268 


Motion made, and Question, ‘“ That the debate be now adjourned ”—(.Mr. 
Bryce)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


‘Housing of the Working Classes Acts Amendment Bill.—Order read, for 
resuming adjourned debate on Question [7th May], “‘ That Major Dunne 
be one other Member of the Select Committee on the Housing of the Working 
Classes Acts Amendment Bill.” 


Question again proposed. 


Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) .. ae Bs ree Pe ate Mg 
Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wansbeck) - - ‘ .. 1276 
Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) 127 
Mr. Brace (Glamorganshire, S.) t “3 as - a 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. George Whiteley, 
Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) ba = a ‘ i .. 1282 
Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) a 7" ali ‘ es ne .. 1283 
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Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 320; Noes, 43. (Division List No. 70.) 
Mr. Mackarness, Mr. Morrell, Mr. Rowlands, Mr. Vivian. Mr. T. R. Bethell. 
Mr. Lane-Fox, Colonel Lockwood, Mr. Abel Smith. and Mr. Ginnell 
nominated other members of the Select Committee. 
Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 
Ordered, That five be the quorum.—(Mr. George Whiteley.) 


Aliens Bill.—Read the third time, and passed. 


And it being after half-past Eleven of the clock on Tuesday Mr. Speaker 
adjourned the House without Question put. ae ae ae .. 1288 


Adjourned at twelve minutes after Twelve o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 07TH MAY, 1906. 
The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Southampton Gas Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 128! 


Sutton, Southcoates and Drypool Gas Bill ; Waterford Corporation and 
Bridge Bill.— Reported with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, 


and to be printed .. a, aes re ae ma a, 2. .. 1289 
PETITIONS. 


Coat Mines (E1aut Hovrs) Bitit.—Petitions in favour: from Aspatria Pits ; 
3urslem ; East Leeds; East Lothian; Featherstone Main: Hunslet Carr: 
Llettvs Lenkin: Mid Lothian; Rounds Green; Strafford Main: Wednes- 
bury ; and Whitehaven Pits Collieries ; to le upon the Table a _, 1286 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS Act (1896) AMENDMENT Biit_.—Petition from Forfarshire. 
in favour: to lie upon the Table - ” Ka a a .. 13@ 


Epucation (ENGLAND AND WaALEs) BILL (ReELIGIous T'racntIna).—Petitions 
against alteration of Law : from Allonby ; Armitage Bridge ; Benson (two) : 
Bilston (two); Bradley (two); Brightstone; Brownwood Park; Castle- 
side (two); Chaticombe (two); Charlton Adam; Chileomb: Chorley: 
Crawley ; Crawthorne ; Earl’s Court ; Finchley ; Flushing ; Framlingham 
and Saxted ; Hamsterley (two); Harvington ; Hawkehurst (two): Hever- 
sham: Highgate; Hinklev; Hoime Cultram: Holton: Horsineton: 
Hurst; Ingatestone and Fryerning; Kensington; Kingsdon (two) ; 
Lawford (three) ; Llanvihangel (two); London (three); Moordown : Mus- 
well Hill (two); Nash Manor and Lisworney (two); North Cheriton (two) ; 
Northfield ; Norwich ; Outwood (two); Preston (two); Rusholme: St. 
Michael at Bowes; Salford; South Shields (two); Spennymoor (two) ; 


? ? 
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Stillingfleet; Stoke upon Trent; Stoulton; Stretford (two); Stroud 
Green ; Tewin (two); Tysoe; Waterhead ; Willington ; Winchester (five) ; 
and Winteringham ; to lie upon the Table se as ts 


Epvucation (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLtit.—Petition from South Shields, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table Ks ai oy $s - a 


Factory AND WorksuHop Act, 1901, AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition of the Royal 
Sanitary Institute, in favour; to lie upon the Table .. “is = ee 


JUVENILE SMOKING Bitt.—Petition from South Shields, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table .. oa te ss avs ‘ge a a se 


LicEensinG (ScoTLAND) AMENDMENT BiLi.—Petition from Corstorphine in 
favour; to le upon the Table .. is v ‘is * i 


Pusiic AMBULANCE SERVICE (LONDON).—Petition from Kensington, for the 
appointment of a Committee of Inquiry; to lie upon the Table .. 


VaccINAtION Biti.—Petition of the Roval Sanitary Institute against; to lie 
upon the Table... - 


Vaccination Acts.—Petition from Bristol for repeal ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Army.—Copy presented, of Interim Report of Anti-Typhoid Inoculation Com- 
mittee (bv Command), to he upon the Table .. 


Navy.—Copies presented, of Reports of Departmental Committees appointed to 
consider certain questions concerning the Extension of the New Scheme of 
Traming for Officers of the Navy, etc. (by Command), to lie upon the Table 


East Inpia (FINANCIAL STATEMENT).—Return presented, relative thereto [Sir 
Henry Fouler|; to lie upon the able, and to be printed. (No. 162) 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS SECURITIES.—Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 8rd April: Wr. Mekenna] to he upon the Table, and to be printed. 


(No. 163)... Si ih es 4 ae 


Watney Licuy Duties.—Return ordered, “of the Accounts of the Receipts 
and Expenditure of the Walnev Light Duties as rendered to the Board of 
Trade, in accordance with Section 20 of the Furness Railway Act, 1894, for 
each of the last three vears.”’—(.Major Seely.) me ihe ; 


ILLITERATE VOTERS (GENERAL EvLection, 1906).—Address for “ Return showing 
the number of persons who voted as Illterates at the General Election of 
1906 in the United Kingdom.”—(.Vr. Crooks) .. a a sis 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


EXAMINATIONS For [NpIAN Forestry Service.—Question, Mr. Butcher (Cam- 
bridge University) ; Answer, Mr. Morley Re - - 


PayMENT OF TRish EpUcaTIoN GRANTs.—Question, Mr. Murphy (Kerry, FE.) ; 


Answer, Mr. Bryce ne ar ne a ee aC sci os 
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PosTMEN’s PENSIONS.—Question, Mr. Arnold-Forster (Croydon); Answer, 
Mr. Sydney Buxton - * - «s “ “e sme 
DeLay IN DeLivery or Mr. Joun Nunan’s Letrrers.—Question, Mr. William 
Abraham (Cork County, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton « a 


Irish LAND PurcHASE—StAmp Duty.—Question, Mr. O’Shee (Waterford, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. McKenna .. re = ae oe ae Fie “a 

FrencH Bartey Dury.—Question, Mr. Starkey (Nottinghamshire, Newark) ; 
Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George ite - en we wy at 

TeLEGRAPH GUARANTEES.—Question, Mr. Lloyd-Morgan (Carmarthenshire, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton... “ ees “ss Ks + oe 

Income Tax CoMMITTEE—METHODs OF ASSESSMEN7 AND CoLLECTION.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Ridsdale (Brighton) ; Answer, Mr. Asquith ae oe aa 

TRANSFER OF THE SpARKBROOK Factory.—Question, Mr. Maddison (Burnley) ; 
Answer, Mr. Haldane a 

Inrant MortTALity—SuGGestep APPOINTMENT OF DEPARTMENT COMMITTEE, 
—Question, Mr. Alden (Middlesex, Tottenham); Answer, Sir H. Camp- 
bell-Bannerman .. ag Ss er 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Divonport DockyARD—EMmeLoYMENT oF Women.—Questions, Mr. O’Grady 
(Leeds, KE.) and Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, The Secre tary 
to the Admiralty (Mr. Edmund Robertson, Dundee). . ™ 


Boys AND NAvat Construction.—Question, Mr. J. Ward (Stoke-on-Trent) ; 
Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson 


NAVAL ConstRUCTION.—Question, Mr. Bellairs (Lynn Regis); Answer, Mr. 
idmund Robertson dis si me ge 43 és wi 
Tie NATIVE Ristnc IN SoutH ArricaA,—BaMBaAata.—Questions, Mr. J. Ward and 
Mr. 'T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); Answers, The Unde ‘r-Secretary of State for 
the ( init (Mr. Churchill, Manchester, N.W.) ae = 
PRANSVAAL SETTLER’S ORDINANCE.—Question, Sir J. Dickson Poynder (Wilt- 
shire, Chippenham) ; Answer, Mr. Churchill ve 
Tibetan [NpDENITY.—Question, Sir H. Cotton (Nottingham, E.); Answer, 
The Secretary of State for India (Mr. John Morley, Montrose Burghs) 


AkAbAH RatLway.—Questions, Captain Faber (Hampshire, Andover); An- 
swers, The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Sir Edward Grey, 
Northumberland, Berwick) ae ae wa te 

VEHICULAR ACCIDENTS IN LONDON.—Questions, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) 
vid Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham) ; Answers, ‘he Secretary of State 
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Case or Mrs. Eva D’ANGELY.—Questions, Mr. Ashley (Blackpool) and Mr. 
Sloan (Belfast); Answers, Mr. Gladstone a ~ A ; 


SETTLEMENT Estate Duty.—Question, Mr. Radford (Islington, E.); Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. McKenna, Monmouthshire) 


Yarmoutu ELection Petition.—Question, Mr. Straus (Tower Hamlets, Mile 

End); Answer, The Solicitor-General (Sir W. Robson, South Shields) 

QUEEN Victorta MemortaL.—Question, Sir W. J. Collins (St. Pancras, W.) ; 
Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, 
tos-endale) ‘ é as 


CrorTrers Acts AMENDMENT BILL.—Questions, Mr. Weir; Answers, The 
Secretary for Scotland (Mr. Sinclair, Forfarshire) ; , : 


SANITATION IN THE ISLAND OF LEWIs.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Sin- 
clair 

WEsTERN HIGHLANDS Excursion STEAMERS.—Question, Mr. Weir: Answer 
The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Llovd-George, Carnarvon 
Boroughs) BA 


IrtsH Poor Rate CoLtectors.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mavo, E.); Answer, 
The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Cherry, Liverpool) .. 


MANAGEMENT OF IRISH FISHERIES.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell {iXerry, 
W.); Answer, The Chief Secretary tor Trelard (Mr. Bryce, Aberdeen, 8.) .. 


EXAMINERS IN THE TRISH LANGUAGE.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; An- 
swer, Mr. Bryce .. - i is - ie ys - 


THE Royai CanaL.—Questions, Mr. Ginnell (Westmeath, N.); Answers, Mr. 
Bryce F ‘ ie 

UnTENANTED LAND IN NortTH TIPPERARY.—Quvestion, Mr. Lundon (L'merick, 
E.); Answer, Mr. Bryce .. re 


FirzGEraLp—Tvursitt Estate —Case oF ''tHomAs M‘GRATH.—Question, Mr. 
Lundon: Answer, Mr. Bryce... és i - ws ‘ 


Labourers’ CoTraGes IN KERRY.—Questions, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell ; Answers, 
Mr. Bryce 

Trinity CoLtLeGe, Kerry Estates.—Questions, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell and 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answers, Mr. Bryce .. 


Seconp Term Rents 1x County Limertck.—Questions, Mr. O’Shaughiessy 
(Limerick, W.); Answers, Mr. Bryce 


AGEICULTURAL ORGANISATION SocrETY.—Questions, Mr. Dillon; Answers, Mr. 
Brvce 5 Ni a oe i 


Cork County CouncIL AND THE FisHina Inpustry.—Question, Mr. Flynn 
(Cork, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Bryce .. as at ‘5 - 


GALWAY RATE COLLECTORSHIP.—Questions, Mr. Charles Devlin (Galway), Mr. 
Duffy (Galway. $.), Mr. Jchn Redmond (Waterford), Mr. Reddy (King’s 
County, Birr), Mr. Dillon, Mr. Sloan, Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory ), 
and Mr. Haz!eton (Galway, N.); Answers, Mr. Bryce 
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Inish RuraL PostmeEN—JeEREMIAH Crontin’s PAy.—Question, Mr. Murphy 


Page 


(Kerry, E.); Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 1314 
CoLONIAL MARRIAGES Bitt.—Question, Sir H. Cotton ; Answer, The Prime Min- 
ister and First Lord of the Treasury (Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, Stirling 
surghs) . 1314 
Tue Kstrmates.—Question, Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley); Answer, 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 4 1314 
Education (England and Wales) Bill.— Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment to Question [May 7th], “That the Bill be now 
read a second time.” 
Which Amendment was— 
“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question 
to add the words ‘upon this day six months.’ ”’°—(Mr. Wyndham.) 
Question again proposed, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the 
Question.” 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Bryce, Aberdeen, S.) 1317 
Mr, Dillon (Mayo, E.) oe ss 1326 
Mr. J. Chamberlain (Birmingham, W.) 1336 
Mr. Austin Taylor (Liverpool, East Tozteth) 1355 
Mr, F. EB. Smith (Liverpool, Waltor) 1361 
Mr. Yorall (Nottingham, W.) 1373 
Mr. William OBrien (Cork) - si a 1377 
Motion made, and Question, “‘ That the debate be now adjourned.”’— 
(Mr. John Redmond)—put, and agreed to. 
Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 
PusLic EXPENDITURE. 
Mr. Vivian (Birkenhead) me a : 1383 
Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wansbeck) ne 1391 
Motion made and Question proposed, “That this House is of opinion 
that the growth of expenditure on armaments is excessive and ought 
to be reduced, such expenditure lessens national and commercial credit, 
intensifies the unemployed problem, reduces the resources available for 
social reform, and presses with exceptional severity on the industrial 
classes, and it therefore calls upon the Government to take drastic steps 
to reduce the drain on national income, and to this end to press for the 
inclusion of the question of the reduction or armaments by international 
agreement in the agenda of the forthcoming Hague Conference—(Mr. ' 
Vivian.) 
Mr. Bellairs (Lynn Regis) ~ i wa - - .- 1393 
Captain Hervey (Bury St. Edmunds) = es we wa -- 1399 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 6, to leave out all the words after the word ‘ income,’ and 
add the words * but this House relies on the Government to maintain 
British naval supremacy, and is of opinion that it is inadvisable for the 

yovernment to initiate a discussion concerning the armaments which 
Foreign Powers may deem necessary for the defence of their territories,’ 
instead thereof.”—(Mr. Bellairs.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question ”’ 


Mr. Chas. Wilson (Hull, W.) 

Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W.) 

Mr. J. M. Robertson (Northumberland, Tyneside) 

Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) : 

The Secretary of State for ne rs (Sir Edward Grey, Northum- 
berland, Berwick) : ‘ a v4 os ne ee 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That this House is of opinion that the growth of expenditure 
on armaments is excessive and ought to be reduced, such expenditure 
lessens national and commercial credit, intensifies the unemployed problem, 
reduces the resources available for social reform, and presses with excep- 
tional severity on the industrial classes, and it therefore calls upon the 
Government to take drastic steps to reduce the drain on national income, 
and to this end to press for the inclusion of the question of the reduction 
of armaments bv international agreement in the agenda of the forth- 
coming Hague Conference. 


Market Gardeners’ Compensation Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, 
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and discharged. Bill withdrawn 1416 
Municipal eanpenntonen sculls Read a second time, and committed for 
To-morrow a aie at ee At as .. 1416 
£almon Fisheries (Ireland) (No. * Bill.—Rzead a second time, and com- 
mitted for Monday next ; : a oes .. 1416 
Miuitary Manorvvres (ORDER IN CovunctL).—Rosolved, That an humble 
Address be presented to His Majesty, praying His Majesty, to make the 
Order in Council under The Military Manceuvres Act, 1897, a draft of 
which was presented to this House on the 21st day of February last.— 
(Mr, Secretary Haldane) . 1416 


To be presented by Privy Councillors and Members of His Majesty’s 
Household. 


Adjourned at three minutes after Eleven o’clock. 
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Army.—lInterim Report of Anti-typhoid Inoculation Committee * .. 1417 
TrapbE Report (ANNUAL SeErIES).—No. 3582. Turkey (Aleppo) “ oa ae 


Evictions (IRELAND).—Return of evictions in Ireland, for the quarter ended 
March 3lst, 1906. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table .. aie .. 1417 


Ixp1a. — (Home Accounts) — Home accounts of the Government of India. 
(Finance and Revenue Accounts)—Finance and Revenue accounts of the 
Government of India for the year 1904-1905, (Estimate)—Estimate of 
revenue and expenditure of the Government of India for the year 1905-1906, 
compared with the results of 1904-1905 Hs oY ee ws .. 1418 


INTERMEDIATE EpvucaTioN (IRELAND).—Rule amending the time table of 
2xaminations for the year 1906. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 1418 


ErvucaTion.—Petition in favour of denominational religious teaching in schools ; 
of teachers in schools in Burnley ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table .. 1418 


12 














UXXNil TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
May 9.) Page 
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Street Betting Bill [u.1.].—A Bill for the suppression of betting in streets 
and other public places was presented by the Lord Davey ; read 1* ; to be 
printed ; and to be read 2* on Monday next. (No. 79) - oe .. 1418 


Police (Superannuation) Bill.—[Seconp Reapine].—Order of the day for 
the Second Reading read. 


Earl Beauchamp... n “e ies - ics = .. 1418 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(Earl Beauchamp.) 


On Question, Bill read 2* (according to Order), and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday next. 


Public Health Acts (Building Bye-Laws) Bill—Order of the day 
for the Third Reading read. 


Moved, ‘“‘ That the Bill be now read 3*.”"—(Lord Hylton.) 
On Question, Bill read 3*. 
Lord Hylton .. i “ "i ‘a - vr << .. 1419 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 2, page 1, line 24, after the word ‘ building’ to insert 
the words ‘or any part thereof.’ ””—(Lord Hylton.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 2, page 2, line 7, to leave out ‘Sub-section (5).’”— 
(Lord Hylton.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 2, page 2, line 15, after the word * building,’ to insert 
the words ‘ and the curtilage of the building shall be deemed to be the 
space formed by the curtilages of the two dwelling-houses ’ and to insert 
as a new sub-section, ‘ Where any stables, offices, or other outbuildings 
are appurtenant to, or used or intended to be used in connection with, 
any building or any part thereof, and are within the same curtilage as 
that building, that building shal) not be excluded from the exemption 
under this section by reason of being within thirty feet of any of those 
outbuildings. nor shall any of those outbuildings be excluded from 
that exemption by reason of being within thirty feet of that building 
or of any of the other outbuildings.’ ”’—(Lord Hylton.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 











TABLE OF CONTENTS. exxxiil 
May 10.] Page 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn Clause 3, page 2, line 41, after the word ‘ thereof’ to insert 
the words ‘or with another dwelling-house separated therefrom as 
mentioned in Sub-section 4 of this section ; nor shall any such detached 
building as is lastly herein mentioned, be excluded from this exemption 
by reason only of its being within thirty feet of the dwelling-house in 
connection with which it is constructed to be used, or of another 
dwelling-house separated therefrom as aforesaid.’ ”’—(Lord Hylton.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Public Trustee Bill [x.1.].—Amendments reported (according to Order). 


The Lord Chancellor (Lord Loreburn) .. me ves sa .. 1420 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 4, page 5, line 16, to leave out Sub-section (3) and to 
insert the following new sub-section : ‘ (3) Any banking or insurance 
company or other body corporate may by order of the Court made 
on the application of any person on whose application a new trustee 
may be appointed, or by or under the instrument creating the trust, 
be appointed to be custodian trustee of any trust, with power, if the 
Court so order or the instrument so direct, to charge and retain or pay 
rut of the trust property the same fees as are chargeable by the public 
rustee as custodian trustee, or such smaller fees as the Court or instru- 
ment may direct ; and where any such appointment is made, the pro- 
visions of this section shall, subject to any directions contained in the 
order or instrument, apply as they apply in the case where the public 
trustee is appointed to be custodian trustee, except that if the court 
or instrument so direct, the trust property and the right to transfer 
or call for a transfer of shares, stock, and securities shall vest in the 
custodian trustee jointly with the managing trustees.” ”’—(The Lord 
Chancellor.) 


Lord Faber .. = #6 as a - ae ea .. 1421 
Un Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment moved— 


“ To leave out Clause 12 and to insert the following new clause : : The 
provisions of this Act with respect to the High Court shall, in their applica- 
tion to cases within the jurisdiction of a palatine court, include that court, 
and the public trustee shall provide an address within the county palatine 
where service upon him of any proceedings under this Act in such palatine 
court may be eifected ; the rules of court relating to the exercise of the 
jurisdiction of a palatine court under this Act shall be made by the authority 
having power to make general rules and orders of that court.’ ”°—(The 
Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
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Consequential Amendment agreed to. 
The Lord Chancellor en a eis = al - -« 4433 


Amendment moved— 


‘Tn Clause 15, page 12, line 13, to leave out the words ‘ by the public 
trustee.’ ”’—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn Clause 15, page 12, line 14, after the word ‘ office’ to insert the 
following new paragraph: ‘(e) Excluding any trusts from the operation 
of this Act or any part thereof.’ ”°—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. Bill to be read 3° To-morrow; and 
to be printed as amended. (No. 81.) 


Aliens Bill.—Brought from the Commons, and read 1", and to be alata 
(No. 80.) Pa nt os ee ig ean ee 1 .. 1422 


Post Office (Money Orders) Bill.—Read 3. (according to order), and passed 1422 


Solicitors Bill [4.1 = 3* (according to meee and dag and sent to 
the Commons i ‘a ws . “s - ~- 1422 


Corron CuLTIvATION. 
The Duke of Marlborough .. = - 4 eh “i .. 1422 
The Earl of Scarborough .. “a .. 1432 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies (The Earl of Elgin) - .. 1435 


AUSTRALIAN NAVIGATION COMMISSION. 


Lord Ellenborough .. ‘s sa - - 7” i .. 1443 
The Earl of Elgin .. “s és ws oe - me »» 1446 


St. HELENA GARRISON. 


Earl Bathurst bes sid oe ie af ie evs .. 1447 
The Earl of Elgin .. “s 4 ty ‘ i“ xo .. 1449 


GREAT BRITAIN AND THE ConGco STATE. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne ‘ .. 1450 
The Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Aiaire (Lord Fitzmaurice) 1450 


House adjourned at half-past Six o’clock, till To-morrow, half- 
past Ten o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 10rH MAY, 1906, , 
The House met at Quarter before Three of the Clock. 


One other Member took and subscribed the Oath, 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 26th April, 1906. 


The House met at a quarter before 
Three of the Clock. 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 

ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 

COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr, SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz., Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time To-morrow. 


sin Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Sp 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 


VOL. CLVI. [FourtH Series. } 





Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
‘case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, no Standing 
| Orders are applicable, viz., Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; 
London Government Schemes (London 
and Penge, ec.) Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
| second time To-morrow. 


| PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

| Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Reports from one of the Examiners of 
| Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
| case of the Petitions for the following 
| Bills, the Standing Orders have not been 
| complied with, viz., Poole Corporation 
Water Bill ; Sutton District Water Bill. 
Ordered, That the Reports be referred 
ito the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 

PUST OFFICE SITES BILL (STANDING 


ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COM- 
PLIED WITH). 


| Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from oe of the Examiners of 


A 











3 Petitions. 


Petitions for Private Bills, pursuant to | 
the Order of the House of the 6th day of | 
April, That, in the case of the following | 
Bill, the Standing Orders which are’ 
applicable thereto have been complied | 
with, viz., Post Office Sites Bill. | 

Thornton Urban District Gas Bill. | 
Read the third time, and passed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders | 
(No. 3) Bill. “To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to the Brighouse, the 
Guisborough, and the Hemel Hempstead 
Joint Hospital Districts,” presented by 
Mr. Runciman ; read the first time ; and | 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 175.] 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill. “To contirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Belper (Rural), Blaby 
(Rural), Ealing, Harrowgate, Ilfracombe, 
and Runcorn,” presented by Mr. Runci- 
man; read the first time; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 176.] 


London County Council (Money) Bill, 
“To regulate the expenditure of Money 
by the London County Council on capital 
account during the current financial 
period and the raising of Money to meet 
such expenditure, and for other pur- 
poses,” presented, and read the first 
time; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 


Private Bills (Group C)—Mr. Cawley 
reported from the Committee on Group | 
C of Private Bills; that, for the con-— 
venience of Parties, the Committee had . 
adjourned till Monday next, at Twelve 
of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 


,Culmstock; Cwmearvan 





Petitions. 4 


Wood ; Strafford Main; and, Watergate 
Pit Colleries ; to lie upon the Table. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACT (1896) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Sheftield, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL (RELIGIOUS TEACHING.) 
Petitions against alteration of Law ; 
from Abberton ; Abbots Morton ; Accring- 


ton (two) ; Addington (two) ; Alberbury ; 


Aldborough (two); Aldermaston; Al- 
ford; Alvechurch; Andover; Areley 


Kings; Ashton under Lyne (two); 
Asterby with Gouleceby (two); Astley 
(two); Aston Rowant; Athelhampton 
with Burlestone; Baguley (two); Bal- 
dock; Banham (two); Barbon (two); 
Barnard Castle (two); Battersea; Be- 
dern ; Beetham (two); Belchford ; Bergh 
Apton; Berrow; Billingford ; Bilsdale 
(two); Birmingham; Birstall (three) ; 
3irtsmorton ; Bishampton ; Bishop Auck- 
land (two)! Blackley; Beiton (two) ; 
Bosheston (two); Boxford; Brackley ; 
Bradley; Braysworth; Brereton cum 


Smethwick; Bricklehampton;  Bright- 
walton (two); Brixworth (two); Broad: 


was; Broome; Broughton Astley (two) ; 
Brynamman (two); Buckingham ; Buck- 
lesham; Burgate; Burgh; Burnham 
(two); Burton Joyce; Bushley ; Canon- 
bury; Carmarthen (two); Chalfont St. 
Peter; Charlton ; Charlton Horethorne ; 
Chatham (six); Cilyewm (two); Check- 
endon (two); Chelford; Chorlton cum 
Hardy ; Churcham and Bulley ; Claines ; 
Clapham; Clapton (three); Clayton le 
Moors; Cleckheaton (four); Cloughton 
(two); Cockerington; Cofton Hackett ; 
Coldharbour (two) ; Combs ; Cranworth : 
Cranworth with Letton and Southburgh ; 
Crick; Cropthorne ; Cuddington; Cud- 
dington and Cheam Common; Culham ; 
(two); Dafen 
(two); Darlington ; Dartford; Datchet ; 
Delabole (two); Denton and Haughton ; 


| Derby (two) ; Dingestow ; Ditchingham ; 


PETITIONS. 


COAL .MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 

Petitious in favour ; from Aberaman ; 
Ackton Hall; Blaennant; Bowling ; 
Buckhill Pit ; Bullgill Pit ; Clifton Pits ; 
Dowlais ; Fforchaman ; Hightown; Kip- 
pax; Manvers Main ; Newmarket ; Oat- 
lands Pit; Old Silkstone ; 


Dorking (three); Dover; Dudley; Eal- 
ing; LKardisley (two); East Challon 
(two); East Haddon; East Molesey ; 
East Tisted; Ebberston and Allerton 
(two); Eckington; Elmore; Esher; 
Eskdale; Eweline; Exeter; Farforth 
cum Maidenwell; Faversham; Finstall; 
Flyford Flavel; Forncett St. Peter; 
Forthampton ; Frampton on Severn 


Soothill | (two); Frensham (two); Frostenden ; 
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5 Returns, 


Gainford (two); Gargrave (two); Gil- 
crux (two); Gillingham (four); Glyn- 


tawe (two); Godalming; Gomersal 
(three); Goodramgate; Gorslas; Gor- 


stas; Gorton (four); Great and Little 
Hampton; Great Cheverell; Great 
Comberton; Great Hockham; Great 
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Horwood cum Singleborough; Great 
Witcombe (two); Greenhill; Gren- | 


don (two) ; Guarlford (two); Guildford | 


(two); Guilsborough; Hales Owen; 


Hallow ; Hardingstone ; Harringworth ; | 


Harrow (four); Hartlebury; Haugh; 
Hazelmere (two); Hedgerly ; Hedgerly 
Dean; Hemingby ; Henbury (two) ; 
Henley-on-Thames ; Himbleton ; Hindlip ; 
Holmwood ; Holt ; Horwich ; Hurst 
Brook (two); Ipswich ; Irnham (two) ; 


Islington (six); Kensington (three) ; 
Kidbrook ; Kidderminster ; Kingston- 


upon-Hull ; Kingston and Dormston ; 
Kintbury and Avington ; Kirkby Stephen 
(two) ; Knighton-on-Teme ; Leamington ; 
Leigh (three) ; Letterston (two) ; Lincoln 
(two); Little Comberton ; Llanfihangel 
Aberbythych (two) ; Llangeler ; Llangen- 
nech; Llanhennoch (two); Llanllowell ; 
Llannon (two); London; Long Marton 
(two) ; Loughfield ; Ludborough ; Ludger- 
shall (two) ; Lusby ; Marsworth ; Meldon ; 


Merrow (two); Mitchel Troy (two) ; | 


Moorsby ; Muston (two); Newbold-on- 


Stour; Newbridge on Wye with Llys- | 


dinam (two); Newnhame; Newton 
Blossomville; North Crawley (two) ; 
North Elmham; Northwould; Norton 
and Leuchwick ; Nottingham (three) ; 
Nutfield ; Nuthurst ; Oakley ; Oare ; 
Odisham ; Okewood (two); Old Swin- 
ford; Ombersley; Ormesby (two); 
Ospringe; Overbury; Padgate (two) ; 
Pateley Bridge ; Paulton (two) ; Pentlow ; 
Piddletown ; Plymouth (two); Preston 


(four); Preston next Faversham; Rain- | 
how Hill ; Raithby by Spilsby ; Ranworth | 


cum Panxworth; Rattlesden 


(two) ; | 


Redbourne ; Redditch ; Red Hill; Reves- | 


hy ; Rochdale; Roscoe ; Rougham ; Rous 


Leuch ; Roxeth; St. Albans ; Salwarpe ; | 


Sansthorpe ; Scamblesby cum Cawkwree ; 
Seremby; Scrivelsby cum Dalderby ; 
Shalford ; Shamley Green (two); Sheld- 


which Leys; Shelsley Beauchamp (two) ; | 
Shenstone (two); Shepley (two); Shire | 


Moor (two) ; Skirbeck Quarter ; Smetter- 
ton ; Southampton (six) ; South Stoneham 
(two) ; Sparsholt ; Spilsby and Hundleby ; 
Stafford (three); Stamford; Staunton ; 
Stepney ; Stockcross; Stoke Newington 
(six); Stoke Prior; Stoke ‘Trister ; 
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Stone ; Stonham Aspal; Stoulton ; 
Stourbridge; Stradbroke ; Stretton (two) ; 
Swyncombe ; Thorpe Hamlet ; Tumby ; 
Tunstall (two); Twyning; Tyldesley 
(two) ; Ulney ; Upton-on-Severn ; Upton 
St. Leonard’s; Upper Arley, Upper 
Sapey (two); Walsgrave; Wantage ; 
Warborough; Warmfield; Welford; 
Welford cum Wickham; Werrington ; 
West Ashby ; West Gorton ; West Hartle- 
pool (three); Weston Longueville ; 
Whaddon; Whitley ; Whitson Goldcliff 
(two) ; Wichenford ; Wick; Wilden ; 
Willington Haimer (two) ; Willoughby ; 
Witley ; Wolverley; Wooburn; Wood- 
ford ; Worcester (six) ; Wribbenhall ; 
Yardley Hastings; and York; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 
BILL. 
Petition of the Personal Rights 
Association, for alteration; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) AMENDMENT 

Petition of the Scottish Licensed Trade 
Defence Association, against ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
Petition of the Scottish British 
Women’s Association, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Petition from Perth, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 


UNEMPLOYED WORKMEN ACT, 1905. 
Petition from Shoreditch, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION ACTS. 
Petitions for repeal ; From Manchester; 
Southport : and, Waterford; to lie upon 
the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 
(EVICTION NOTICES.) 

Copy presented, of Return of Eviction 
Notices filed during the quarter ended 31st 
March 1906 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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Questions. 


IRELAND DEVELOPMENT GRANT 
ACT, 1903. 


ings under the Act, for the year ended 
31st March 1906 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS. 


Return presented, relative thereto 


{ordered 12th March ; Wr. O'Shee}; tolie 
[No. | 


upon the Table, and to be printed. 
135. ] 


MAGISTRATES (IRELAND.) 
Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 22nd March ; Mr. Flynn]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. | No. 
136. | 
CONTEMPT OF COURT (IRELAND) 
(PERSONS COMMITTED.) 
Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 30th March; Mr. Mooney; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 137.] 


PRISONS (RELIGIOUS CREED OF 
PRISONERS.) 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{Address 26th March; Mr. Hay Morgan) ; 
to lie upon the Table. and to be printed. 
No. 138. ] 

EDUCATION (SCOTLAND. ) 

Copy presented, of Report and Papers 
relating to the Training of Teachers for 
the past years 1904-5 | by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


TECHNICAL EDUCATION (SCOTLAND.) 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 6th July 1905 ; The Lord Advo- 
cate]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 139.] 


POST OFFICE (MONEY ORDERS.) 
Copy presented, of Postal Agreement 
for an exchange of Money Orders between 
the Post Oftice of Great Britain and Ire- 
land and the Post Office of Switzerland, 


dated the 8th October 1905-17th October | 


1905 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


POST OFFICE (MONEY ORDERS.) 


for an exchange of Money Orders between 


the Post Office of the United Kingdom of | 


{COMMONS} 


| Office of Hungary, dated 28th October, 
| 1905-16th November 1905 [by Com- 

Copy presented, of Report of the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland of all his Proceed- | 





Questions, 8 


mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos, 
3564 to 3566 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 

HARBOUR, ETC., BILLS (KINGSTON- 
UPON-HULL CORPORATION BILL. 
Copy ordered, “ of Report of the Board 

of Trade on the Kingston-upon-Hull Cor- 
poration Bill.” —(Mr, Lloyd-George.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Posting of Typewritten Circulars. 

Mr. RUFUS ISAACS (Reading) : To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
will state why typewritten notices of 


/meetings, circulars, ete. do not come 
under the same postal regulation, as 


regards rate and manner of posting, as 


‘similar notices when handwritten ; and 


whether he can see his way to modify 
the regulation so as to bring the type- 
written into the same class as the hand- 
written notices and circulars. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Burton.) For 
postal purposes no difference is made 
hetween typewritten and handwritten 
notices, ete, 


Exemption of the Members of the Society 
of Friends in Natal from Military 
Service. 

Mr. ALDEN (Middlesex, Tottenham) : 
To ask the Under Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether members of the 
Society of Friends resident in Natal are 
exempt from military service, or whether 
they are liable to be called upon to serve 
under the last Militia Bill. 


(Answered by Mr, Churchill.) Members 
of the Society of Friends resident in 
Natal are not exempt from military 
service under the local Militia Act of 
1903. Resolutions for their exemption 


| were rejected by the Legislative Assembly. 
Copy presented, of Postal Agreement | 


Royal Engineers and Ordnance Survey. 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : To 


Great Britain and Ireland and the Post | ask the hon. Member for South Somerset 
































9 Questions. 


as representing the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether he can 
state if the 16th Company, Royal En- 
gineers, are still on the survey, or 
whether they are only being drafted into 
other companies who are on the survey ; 
whether survey companies of the Royal 
Engineers, when sent for their annual 
training to the Curragh Camp, receive 
full working pay whilst doing military 
duty there; and, if so, whether their 
pay and travelling allowances are taken 
from the survey grant which is voted for 
direct survey work on the field. 


(4 nswered by Sir Edwa rid Strachey.) 
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The 16th Company, Royal Engineers, is | 


n» longer attached to the Ordnance 
Survey. Its removal leaves a_ slight 
excess (about twenty-four) in the 
establishment of non - commissioned 
otticers and men for the three remaining 
companies, and these supernumeraries 
will be absorbed as vacancies occur. The 
Roval Engineers receive full working 
pay from the Ordnance Survey Vote 
while doing their annual training. Their 
travelling expenses are defrayed partly 
from Army Votes and partly from the 
Vote for the Ordnance Survey. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the hon. 
Member for South Somerset, as repre- 
senting the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he is aware that 
ex-Royal Engineers non-commissioned 
officers have been made permanent in 
the Ordnance Survey after being only 
six months out of the corps and enjoying 
a military pension, and that instances 
have occurred where civilians after 
thirty-three years continuous — service 
have been recommended for discharge 
without gratuity or pension; and 
whether he proposes to take any action 
in the matter, 


(Answered by Sir Edward Strachey.) In 
some few instances ex-Royal Engineers 
have received permanent appointment, 
after a few months service as civilians, 
subsequent to their discharge from the 
corps with a pension. In almost all 
cases they continued to fill the same 
posts as they occupied while serving in 
the Royal Engineers. No civilians have 
heen discharged after thirty-three years 
continuous service without gratuity or 
pension except on the ground of serious 
misconduct, 


(Questions. 10 


Printing of Ordnance Survey Maps. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the hon. Member 
for South Somerset, as representing the 
President of the Board of Agriculture, 
whether he can state under what cireum- 
stances machinery for printing and the 
printers working the machinery have 
been removed from the Ordnance Survey, 
Dublin, to Southampton for the purpose 
of printing Irish maps at Southampton ; 
what is the cost of conveyance of the 
maps from Southampton to Dublin ; 
whether he will inquire if it would not 
tend towards economy to have the work 
done in Ireland; whether he can state 
under what circumstances is the revision 
of the county Dublin being done by the 
Derby field section and being sent to 
Southampton for completion; whether 
this work could be done in Ireland by 
the Irish statf; and what was the cost of 
conveyance of the Derby Division field 
section to Dublin. 


(Answered by Sir Edward Strachey.) On 
the completion of the one-inch map of 
Ireland there was not sufficient colour 
work left fully to employ the colour- 
printing press at Dublin, and such 
removals as were made were carried out 


with a view to economy in colour- 
printing, but neither printers nor 
printing machines were removed to 


Southampton for the express purpose of 
printing Irish maps there. The cost of 
the conveyance of maps, ete, from 
Southampton to Dublin amounts approxi- 
mately to £50 a year. It would cost 
about the same amount to send paper to 
Dublin for printing there, and no 
economy could be effected by the 
arrangement suggested. The Derby 
Division is not engaged on the Survey of 
Ireland, but in view of the breaking up 
of that division by the end of this year 
endeavour has been made, as far as 


possible, to find work for some of the 


surveyors attached to that division after 
the completion of their work in England. 


The section transferred to county 
Dublin, consisting of four men, has 


become part of the Dublin Division. 
The cost of conveying the section to 
county Dublin was about £3. 


Locomotives on Highways in Scotland. 
Mason McMICKING (Kirkeudbright- 

shire): To ask the Secretary for 

Scotland whether his attention has been 


seats 
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drawn to the number of fatal accidents 
that have occurred within the last few 
years to men in charge of steam threshing 
mills and traction engines on highways in 
Scotland ; whether he is aware that these 
accidents are frequently due to the pro- 
visions of the Locomotives (Scotland) 
Acts, 1865 and 1878, requiring one of 
the men to accompany the locomotive on 
foot, and to the men’s inability to comply 
with this regulation when travelling long 
distances, whereby they are tempted to 
ride on the draw bars of the engine ; 
and whether, in view of the loss of life 
that has taken place, and of the fact that 
motors driven at high speed are exempt 
from the above regulation, he will con- 
sider the advisability of introducing 
legislation to amend the said Acts in 
the direction of allowing the men to sit 
at the rear of the last wagon. 


Questions, 


(Answered by Mr, Sinclair.) I shall be 
glad to consider any information regard- 
ing these accidents. The Locomotives 
Act of 1898, following the Report of 
the Traction Engines Select Committee 
of 18$6, allowed the man accompanying 
the locomotive to do so in such a manner 


as to be able to give assistance to any | 


person with horses or carriages, and thus 
freed him from the requirements to walk 
on foot. This provision, which at present 
only applies to England and Wales, might 
properly, when a suitable opportunity 
occurs, be extended to Scotland, and I 
shall keep the matter in view. 


Leases of Irish Foreshores, 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he 
can state the number of leases or lettings 
held, and by whom, of foreshores round 
the Irish coasts, and the conditions under 
which these are granted, together with 
the particulars of the cases where the 
right of ownership is exercised with the 
knowledge of the Board. 


(Answered by Mr, Lloyd-Ceorge.) It 
has been the practice of the Board of 
Trade to present to Parliament once in 
every five years a statement of the 
particulars of all cases in which the rights 
and interests of the Crown in the shores 
and bed of the sea and tidal rivers have 
been sold, leased, or otherwise dealt with 
by the Board of Trade. The last Return 


contained the cases for the five years 
terminating December 31st, 1901. 


I can 
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Questions. 


supply the hon. Member with copies of 
these Returns, and also with similar 
statements as to dealings by the Board 
of Trade for the years 1902, 1903, and 
1904. I am advised that it would not 
be expedient to give the information 
asked for in the latter part of the 
Question. 


Training Institutions for Midwives. 

Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) : 
To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether, having re- 
gard to the refusal of the Central Mid- 
wives Board to recognise certain of the 
large Poor Law infirmaries as training 
institutions, he will have a Return 
prepared showing the names of the 
institutions recognised as training in- 
by the Central Midwives 
Board, together with the number of 
midwifery cases in each, 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) The 
Lord President of the Council is the 
Minister concerned with the Central 
Midwives Board, and the matter referred 
to in the Question is therefore for him. 
I understand, however, that there would 
be no objection on his part to give the 
information desired. 


Decorations of Lord Beaconfield’s Statue 
on Primrose Day. 

Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton): To 
ask the First Commissioner of Works if 
he will explain by whose authority and 
why there was forbidden to be placed on 
the statue of the late Lord Beaconsfield, 
on the anniversary of his death, a shield, 
composed of primroses and forget-me-nots, 
bearing a quotation from one of his 
utterances, 


(Answered by Mr. Harcourt.) I gave 
instructions, in conformity with previous 
practice, that any wreath bearing an 


| inscription which might cause pain to 


Lord Beaconfield’s relations or political 
admirers should be removed, in order 
that the anniversary of his death and the 
statue erected to his memory should not 
be made the occasion or the platform for 
current political controversy. 


Tobacco Imports into India. 
Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he can state the amount of 























13 


foreign tobacco imported into India 
during 1905. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
During the year ending December 31st, 
1905, the amount of tobacco imported 
into India was 5,397,032 pounds. In 
this are included cigars and cigarettes 
and every other form of tobacco. 


Irish Land Purchase. 
Mr. GLENDINNING (Antrim, N.): 


To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | 
Lieutenant of Ireland what is the number | 
of holdings bought out under the several | 
Coleraine | 
Poor Law Union; the number bought | 
out in the Ballymoney Poor Law Union, | 


Land Purchase Acts in the 


under the same Acts ; and the aggregate 


amount of such purchases in these two | 


unions. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryre.) 


Commission records of the sale of hold- 


ings under the Land Purchase Acts, | 
which include all purchase legislation | 


from The Landlord and Tenant Act, 
1870, down to the Act of 1903, have 
always been kept by counties and not by 


poor law unions, and Returns of the | 


number of holdings sold in each county 
are annually published. I understand 
that to prepare such a Return as is 
suggested would withdraw men 
their ordinary duties and would take a 


long time, and that the preparation of | 
such a Return would involve a great | 


amount of work, not only in the Land 
Commission, but also in other depart- 
ments. In the circumstances I fear that 
the importance of the suggested Return 
is hardly sufficient to justify the amount 
of extra labour that would be involved 
in its preparation, 


Mr. GLENDINNING: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, in the case of 
probate of a farm which had been bought 
out from the landlord, the annuity to the 


Government could be deducted from the | 
probate value when under £500; and, if | 


not, what is the scale which the Inland 
Revenue has adopted in such cases, 


(Answered by Mr, Asquith.) 
case of land purchased under the Land 
Purchase Acts, the redemption value of 
the annuity payable to the Land Com- 
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mission constitutes a legitimate deduction 
from the gross value of the land for the 
purpose of ascertaining the value on 
which estate duty is payable. If the 
nett value so ascertained should fall 
below £500, estate duty would be charge- 
able at the rate of 1 per cent., in the 
event of the purchase having been made 
by the deceased himself, but at the fixed 
rate of 50s. (or 30s. if the value were 
under £300) in the event of the purchase 
having been made by a predecessor in 
title to the deceased. 


Questions, 





Irish Intermediate Exhibitions. 

Mr. GLENDINNING: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland on what basis are intermediate 
| exhibitions awarded ; and will he explain 
why in June, 1905, in the middle. grade 
i girls, the number of £25 exhibitions 
awarded te modern literature was twelve, 
and science one, seeing that in both sub- 
| jects the number of passes was the same, 
and honour marks in science only eight 

lower than in modern literature. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Com- 
'missioners of Intermediate Education 
inform me that the basis on which exhi- 
bitions were awarded in 1905 is contained 
in Rules 41, 42 and 43. As regards the 
second part of the Question, the Commis- 
sioners inform me that they are unable 
to give a reply, as the meaning of the 
Question is not clear to them, and perhaps 
my hon. friend will take an opportunity 
of putting the Question down in a more 
precise form. 


Charge for Armoy Water Supply. 
Mr.GLENDINNING: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land why the ratepayers of the Ballycastle 
dispensary district, in addition to paying 
a rate of 10d. in the pound for water and 
sewerage charges, are to be further 
charged by the Local Government Board 
with cost of water supply to be taken into 
the town of Armoy, after a promise from 
the district council of exemption from 
paying any further rates for water or any 
| sewerage scheme that might in the future 

_take place over the Ballycastle union. 


| (Answered by Mr. Bryce.) Tunderstand 
that the facts are substantially as stated 
in the Question, save that it is the rate- 
' payers of the town of Ballycastle and not 
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the ratepayers of the Ballycastle dispen- 
sary district generally who should be 
referred to. The town of Ballycastle, 


Questions. 


consisting of the townland of 'Townparks, | 


at present bears the cost of its own water 


and sewerage works ; but, in consequence | 


of a recent judgment of the Court of 
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Questions. 
| Mr. BARNES (Glasgow, Blackfriars) : 


‘I beg also to ask the Secretary to the 
| Admiralty when the Reports and evidence 
of the Douglas Committee will be laid 
/upon the Table ; whether an opportunity 
for discussing it will be afforded; and, 
if so, when. 


Appeal, the Local Government Board | 
had no power to exempt it when declaring | 


the expenses of the Armoy water supply 
to be a dispensary district charge. The 


remedy for the grievance lies, however, | 
in the hands of the local authority, as, if | 
| An opportunity for discussing the Report 


they consent to the cost of the sanitary 


works in the town of Ballycastle being | 


also made a dispensary district charge, 


the Local Government Board will readily | 


make an order accordingly. 
have suggested the adoption of this course 
in a letter which they have addressed to 
the rural district council. 


The March of the 1st Buffs from Lydd to 
over. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether an inquiry has been held 
into the circumstances under which the 
marches of the 1st Battalion of the Buffs, 
on Tuesday 10th, and Wednesday 11th 
instant, from Lydd to Dover, resulted in 
the death of two men, and on the falling 
out and conveyance to hospital of many 
others, owing to the extreme heat ; and, 
if so, whether blame attaches to the ar- 
rangements made as to the rations or kit 
of the men, or to neglect of proper 
consideration on the part of the officers 
and surgeons of the regiment or staff. 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The General Otlicer Commanding-in-Chief, 
Eastern Command, has not vet received 
a full Report on the case alluded to. | 
am not, therefore, in a position to give the 
hon. Member any information at present, 
but I will take care that the matter is 
carefully inquired into. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


The Douglas Committee. 

*Mr. T. HART-DAVIES (Hackney, N.) 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty if he is able to state when the 
Report of the Committee presided over by 
Admiral Sir A. Douglas will be laid upon 
the Table of the House. 


The Board | 


*THE SECRETARY to THE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. EpmuND Ropertson, Dun- 
dee): The Papers are in a forward state, 
but it is not possible at present to say 
when they will be laid upon the Table. 


will be given on Navy Vote 12. 


Greenwich Observatory. 

Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty whether his attention has been drawn 
to the fact that the London County 
Council have recently erected a power 
station on the Meridian, close to Green- 
wich Observatory ; that the vibration 
caused by the engines and the smoke 
interfere with the use of instruments ; 
and whether it will be possible in the 
future to rely on observations taken there 
for the purpose of the Nautical Almanack. 


*Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The 


matter is receiving consideration. 


Naval Construction. 


Mr. ALDEN (Middlesex, ‘Totten 
ham): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether he can 
inform the House as to the amount 


of the total liability arising out of new 
ships of all classes now building or con- 
tracted for; and what is the number of 
ships of each class now building or placed 
out to contract. 


*Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The 
estimated cost of the new ships of all 
classes now under construction in 
the Royal and private Dockyards is 
£26,013,419. Of this total £12,126,220, 
has already been expended. The ships 
are:— six battleships, ten armoured 
cruisers, eighteen torpedo boat destroyers, 
eighteen submarines, one repair ship, 
one royal yacht, three tugs and other 
small craft. 

Mr. ALDEN: 


I beg to ask the 


Secretary to the Admiralty whether the 
House could be fully informed, before 
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17 Questions. 


the financial statement, what are the 
total sums to which it is committed in 
the present and future years by the 
policy of the Admiralty in regard to 
ships and works on land respectively. 


*Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The 
estimated expenditure in respect of ships 
now under construction in the present 
financial year is £9,516,508, and in 
subsequent years £4,570,691. Asregards 
works on land, the estimated: ex- 
penditure under Vote 10, deducting the 
annuity in repayment of the works loan 


and expenditure on repairs and main- | 


tenance, is £690,191. The estimated 
expenditure under the works loan during 
the current year is £3,200,000. Commit- 
ments in respect of future years are 
approximately £847,000 for the com- 


pletion of works begun under Vote 10, | 


and £4,453,000 for the completion of 
loan works. 


H.M.S. “ Dreadnought.” 


Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis) : I beg | 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty | 


whether he can now state what is to 
he the heavy gun armament of H.M.S. 
“ Dreadnought,’ and what number of 
heavy guns are to be kept in reserve for 
her to replace disabled ones, 


*Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: A_ 


statement as to the armament and other 
details of the “ Dreadnought” will be 
made when Vote 8 is discussed. It is 
not considered desirable in the public 
interest to give the information asked for 
in the latter part of the Question. 


Mr. BELLAIRS: Is it not the case 
that by quoting the price of the guns in 
an Answer on the 2nd April,+ the right 
hon, Gentleman has already given the 
information so far as foreigners are con- 
cerned 4 


|No Answer was returned. | 


The Explosives Committee. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): [| 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for | 


War if he will state the names of the 
members amongst whom fees amounting 
to £1,450 are paid under Item B, Vote 
!, of the Army Estimates, and what other 


+ See (4) Debates, elv., 161. 
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duties are performed and emoluments. 
received by these gentlemen. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Hatpane, Haddington) : 


This money is taken for the civilian mem- 
bers of the Explosives Committee, who 
are not in Government service. Last 
year they were Lord Rayleigh, President 
Sir A. Noble, and Sir W. Crookes. No 
other duties were performed or emolu- 
ments received by them so far as the 
War Office was concerned. Lord Ray- 
leigh resigned his position as President 
at the commencement of the present 
| financial year. 


Method of Paying Army Pensions. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON (Northum- 
berland, Tyneside): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether his 
| attention has been called to the opinion 
| expressed by several boards of guardians 
| in favour of the weekly payment of Army 
| pensions ; and whether he can hold out 
‘any hope that such a measure will be 





| adopted. 


| Mr. HALDANE: My attention has 
'been called to these expressions of 
opinion. The whole question is now 
receiving careful consideration. 


Ordnance Committee. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg toask the Secretary 
of State for War if he will state the 
names of the civil members amongst 
whom fees amounting to £1,000 are paid 
under Item A, Vote 9, of the Army 
Estimates; and what other duties 
are performed and emoluments received 
by these gentlemen. 


Mr. HALDALE: This money is taken 
for the civilian members of the Ordnance 
Committee who are not in Government 
service. The present members are Sir 

| Benjamin Baker and Mr. H. R. A. 

| Mallock. No other duties are performed 

or emoluments received by these members 
as far as the War Oftice is concerned. 


Cost of the New Short Rifle. 

Mr. WEIR: [beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he will state what 
percentage of the new short rifles are 
| being made at Enfield and Birmingham, 
| respectively ; will he quote the contract 
| price for the manufacture of the rifle at 
| Birmingham and the cost of manufacture 
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at Enfield, inclusive of cost of material, 
workmanship, general - charges, and 
allowances for inspection; and will he 
state what percentage for depreciation of 
tools is allowed in this estimate of cost. 


Questions, 


Mr. HALDANE: It is assumed that 
a comparison is required between the 
rifles made at Enfield and those made by 
the trade including the London Small 
Arms Company and Sparkbrook. This 
year short rifles will be made in the pro- 
portion of about two at Enfield to three 
in the Trade Factories. The latest ascer- 
tained price for the Ordnance Factories 
is £3 18s. 5d. per rifle in 1904-05, and the 
estimated price for 1905-06 is £3 15s. 8d. 
No charge for inspection is included in 
these prices, but 10 per cent. of the value 
of machinery is included to cover depre- 
ciation. Tools are charged against the 
cost as usual. It is not considered desir- 
able to state the present price of the 
trade rifles, but it is not anticipated that 
there will be any material difference this 
year between Ordnance Factory and trade 
prices. 


Sir FRANCIS LOWE (Birmingham, 
Edgbaston) : May I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether the placing of this 
order for new rifles at the Sparkbrook 
Factory will enable the workmen who 
have lately been discharged from the 
Government factories to be kept on by 
the new Company. 


Mr. HALDANE: We have given the | 


orders on as handsome a scale as we could 
for that very purpose. If the hon. Mem- 
ber desires further information perhaps 
he will put down another Question. 


Local Option in British Colonies. 


Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby): I beg to ask the Under- 


Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he will grant a Return of the 
provisions in Colonial laws under which 
powers of local option in regard to the 
issue or renewal of licences tor the sale 
of intoxicating liquors are conferred upon 
the inhabitants of British Colonies, show- 
ing the licensing authority, the licensing 
area, the different options submitted to 
a popular vote, with the proportion of 
voters required to carry each option, the 
persons entitled to vote, and the periods 
at which elections are held. 
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THE UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE For THE COLONIES (Mr. 


CHURCHLL, Manchester, N.W.): [| 
shall be glad to grant the Retum 
desired by my hon. friend on the 
understanding that it relates only to 
Colonies possessing responsible govern- 
ment. 


General Botha and Chinese Coolie Crimes. 
Mr. MACKARNESS (Berkshire, 
Newbury): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been called 
to a speech made on March 28th by 
General Botha at Germiston, in which 
he is reported to have said that assaults, 
murders, and robberies by the Chinese 
coolies on the people of the Transvaal 
were the order of the day, and that these 
outrages increased every day; whether 
he has yet received from Lord Selborne 
the promised Return of crimes committed 
by the Chinese; and what steps the 
Transvaal Government have taken to 
put a stop to the suffering thus inflicted 
upon British citizens in that Colony. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I have seen a 
report of a speech by General Botha at 
Germiston on March 28th, but do not 
find in it the expression quoted by the 
hon. Member. The return which covers 
the period June Ist, 1905, to February 
28th, 1906, has now been received and 
} will be published without delay. It 
| shows that the largest number of out- 
rages occurred in July and August last. 
| Lord Selborne in a despatch dated March 
| 5th has stated that “the police measures 
| which have been taken to protect the 
| inhabitants of the Witwatersrand from 
| the lawless acts of the small number of 
| criminals who are to be found among the 
| Chinese coolies have been undoubtedly 
| suecessful.” 
| Transvaal Finance. 
| Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON: I beg to 
_ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 
| Colonies whether the Government of the 
| Transvaal has been repaid the loan 
}advanced to Mr. Van Rensburg when 
| Member of the Legislative Council of the 
| Transvaal, in regard to which legal 
proceedings were lately instituted. 





Mr. CHURCHILL: I have no recent 


information on this subject, but will 


i make inquiry. 



































2] Questions. 


Colonial Conference. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will consider the propriety of 
publishing a full Report of the Pro- 
ceedings of the Conference between the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies and 
the Prime Ministers of Self-governing 
Colonies, 1902. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The Conference 
itself decided that a full Report should 
not be published as the hon. Member 
will see from page 1 of Cd. 1299, and it 
is not now possible to alter that decision. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
Did not one of the Colonies object to the 
publication of the full Report ? 

Mr. CHURCHILL: Yes. 

Chinese Coolies in South Africa. 

*Mr. MACKARNESS: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury what 
measures have actually been taken and 
put into force by the Transvaal authori- 
ties to give effect to the intention of the 
Government to give the Chinese coolies 
working in the mines, who had a genuine 
and honest wish to go home, the power 
to do so, and to do away with the unusual 
and illegal practice of allowing trials of 
the Chinese to be conducted in the mines 
without any recourse to the ordinary 
Courts. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: In reply to the 
first part of the Question, it is a matter of 
regret to the Secretary of State that he 
should still be unable to make a final 
statement on this matter. Affairs of 
considerable importance and urgency 
have required Lord Selborne’s presence 
in Bechuanaland, and his personal in- 
‘uence and authority are most desirable 
in the full and satisfactory settlement of 
a question so complicated and difticult. 
Every effort is being made by the Secre- 
tary of State to fulfil the pledges given 
to Parliament with the utmost expedition ; 
and I must ask my hon. friend and the 
House for an extension of their patience 
and confidence. In reply to the second 


part of the Question, the extent of the, 


Witwatersrand reef and the scattered 
distribution of mining estates along it 
would oppose practical difficulties of an 
insuperable character to any system of 


trying Chinese coolies accused of minor | 
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Colony. Serious offences are in all cases 
so tried. The Inspectors’ Courts will, 
however, be outside the mining com- 
pounds. Buildings have been in some 
cases already prepared and will be in all 
cases prepared for that special purpose. 
Free access has been secured to all persons 
wishing to attend any session of these 
Courts, and notices to that effect have 
been posted outside each court. It is 
clearly in the interests of the coolies that 
they should be tried by the Mining 
Inspectors who are Government officers 
of good personal qualifications, and who 
are familiar with Chinese customs and 
with the Chinese language. 


Sm GILBERT PARKER asked 
whether it was not the case that minor 
offences had been tried in buildings out- 
side the mine premises for quite eight 
or nine months past. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said he believed 
that that was so in a considerable pro- 
portion of mining estates on the 
Witwatersrand reef. It was proposed to 
insist on that in respect of all the other 
mining estates. 


*\In. MACKARNESS asked whether 
the coolies were tried in this manner 


with the sanction of the Chinese 
Government. 
Mr. CHURCHILL: If my hon. 


friend desires to suggest by that Question 
that the procedure is illegal and a 
violation of the Convention, I believe 
there is no foundation for such a 
suggestion. I believe the procedure is 
entirely legal and entirely in accordance 
with the Convention. 


An HON. MEMBER: Will the hon. 
Gentleman say what is the distinction 
that separates a minor from a major 
ottence ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The powers of 
the mining inspectors, who have 
magisterial functions delegated to them, 
are limited to the imposition of a fine up 
to the maximum of £75—a very heavy 
fine, no doubt—and of sentences not 
exceeding six months imprisonment. 
All offences which would require more 
severe penalties would, naturally, be 
excluded from the purview of these 
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magistrates, but the instructions which 
the mining inspectors have received lead 
them still further to transfer all sentences 
of a serious character, even though they 
might be dealt with within these limits, 
to the ordinary regular Courts. 


Mr. VERNEY (Buckinghamshire, N.) 
asked whether the hon. Gentleman could 
confidently assure the House that these 
inspectors were thoroughly acquainted 
with the Chinese language. 


Mr. CHURCHILL : 
the principal 
appointment. 


I think that is 
qualification for their 


*Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on Trent) asked 
the hon. Gentleman whether it was 
possible to name a date when these 
instructions would be published. Nearly 
two months had elapsed since this state- 
ment and pledge was made in the House, 
and evidently nothing had been done. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said the hon. 
Gentleman was not right in saying that 
nothing had been done. He recognised 
that the hon. Gentleman, or any other 
hon. Gentleman, was entitled to press 
the Government for a definite decision 
on the matter, and it was his earnest 
hope to be able to announce that decision 
without unnecessary or undue delay. 


Tibetan Indemnity. 

Sin H. COTTON (Nottingham, FE): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he is in a position to make 
any further statement regarding the pay- 
ment of the first instalment of the Tibetan 
indemnity, amounting to Rs.100,000, 
which was due on January Ist last. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror INDIA (Mr. Joun ELLs, 
Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) : Communi- 
cations between the Government of India 
and the Tibetan representative are still 
proceeding. I hope to be able to make 
a statement shortly. 


Sin H. COTTON: Is it the fact that 
the Tibetan representative has returned 
to his own country ? 


*Mr, JOHN ELLIS: I can add nothing 
to the Answer I have given, but if my 
hon. friend desires he can communicate 
with me privately, 
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Great Britain, China, and Tibet. 

Sir H. COTTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he is now in a position to make 
any statement regarding the negotiations 
between His Majesty’s Government and 
the Chinese Government for the adhesion 
of China to the Tibetan Convention of 
September 7th, 1904. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp 
Grey, Northumberland, Berwick): The 
negotiations with the Chinese Govern- 
ment are still proceeding at Peking, and 
I hope may soon be brought to a con- 
clusion; when that is so, the result will 
be made known. Meanwhile, in view of 
statements which have appeared recently, 
I may say that the negotiations do not 
contemplate an alteration of the Tibet 
Convention. 


Increase of the Egyptian Garrison. 

Mr. GOOCH (Bath): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
what increase is contemplated in the 
Egyptian garrison ; whether such increase 
is due to the frontier problem ; and, if so, 
whether it is intended to be temporary or 
permanent, 


Sirk EDWARD GREY: The strength 


of the Egyptian garrison was reduced in 
1904. Lord Cromer considers now that, 


in view of the unrest existing in Egypt. 
which is in some measure due to the 
action of the Porte in connection with 
the frontier, it is desirable to reinforce 
the garrison. This will be done, but the 
actual details are still under considera- 
tion. It is impossible to say for how 
long this increase will be necessary. 
This must obviously depend upon 
circumstances. 


Macedonia. 

*Mr. LYNCH (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Ripon): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether he can 
lay upon the Table a copy of the r/gle- 
ment as at present administered in 
Macedonia by the representatives of the 
six Powers and Turkey. 


Sr EDWARD GREY: Yes, Sir, a 
copy of the réglement will he laid. 
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Turkey and Egypt. 

*#\Mr. LYNCH: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
he can lay upon the Table any Papers 
explanatory of the differences that have 
recently arisen on frontier questions 
between the Governments of Turkey and 
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Egypt, and of any steps taken by His | 


Majesty’s Government in relation thereto. 


sik EDWARD GREY: It is noi 
possible to lay Papers at the present 
moment. 


London Police and the Public. 
*#Sin PHILIP MAGNUS (London Uni- 


versity): I beg to ask the Secretary of | 


State for the Home Department whether 
an inquiry has been made, and, if so, 
with what result, into the case of two 
gentlemen, Dr. Gerothwohl, a British 
subject, lecturer at Trinity College, 
Dublin, and Mr. Lavalette, a Belgian, 
who, on the night of the boat race, were 
wrongly arrested at Vine Street police 
station, and not in Piccadilly as stated 
by the constables, and charged with 
being drunk and disorderly, and roughly 
handled by the police. 
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the ground that the parishioner had died 
outside the limits of the parish; and 
whether having regard to the fact that 
the vicar was acting within his legal 
right, the Government will take steps to 
introduce a measure to amend the Burial 
Act so as to prevent the possibility of 
such occurrence in future. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: The case has not 
previously been brought to my notice, 
but I will make inquiry into it. 


Post Office Mail Cart Drivers. 
Mr. ASHLEY : I beg to ask the Post- 


master General whether he can now 
give the result of his inquiries into the 
case of Robert Eyres, a mail-van driver, 
charged on Monday, April 2nd, at the 
Central Criminal Court, with furious 
driving, who stated in his defence that 
he was on duty from fifteen to eighteen 
hours a day, and that his horse, on the 
day of the alleged offence had been in 
harness for twelve hours; and will he 
state the hours usually worked by this 


/man and the hours worked on the day in 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror | 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Giapb- 
STONE, Leeds, W.) : [have made inquiries 
into this matter. The charge of drunken- 
ness which was brought by the police 
against the gentlemen mentioned in the 
question was dismissed by the magistrate, 
and I gladly accept the view that the 
police, who were maintaining order in 
Piceadilly on boat race night in circum- 
stances of great difficulty, were mistaken 
on this point. But after the fullest con- 
sideration. I find it impossible to impute 
blame to them in this matter or to enter- 
tain the graver charges made against 
them. If these charges are to be pressed, 
it must be by proceedings in a court of 
law, which are open to the hon. Member’s 
friends, 


Exmouth Burial Dispute. 


Sin G. KEKEWICH (Exeter): I beg | 


to ask the Secretary of State for the 


Home Department whether he is aware 


that the Reverend G, P. de Putron, vicar 


question. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SYDNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 


| Poplar): I find that the man’s duty 


| refreshment. 


/own disposal. I 


ordinarily covered a four- 
teen and a quarter 
fifteen to eighteen as_ stated by 
him); but of this period nearly 
five hours were his own for rest and 
On the day on which he 
was arrested for furious driving twelve 
and a half hours had elapsed since he 


period of 
hours (and not 


| attended at the contractor’s yard; and 


of this time four hours had been at his 
understand that the 
day’s work is practically of the same 


length as that of drivers employed by 


private firms of carriers. The horses 

employed on these duties work for four- 
_teen hours one day and rest the next. 

I am giving the question of these contracts 
| my attention. 


*Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) : 
Was this man employed directly by the 
Postmaster-General or was he employed 
| by a contractor. 


of Withycombe, near Exmouth, recently | 


refused to permit a 
minister to officiate at the burial of a 
parishioner in the parish churchyard, on 


Nonconformist | 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: No, Sir. I 
/an looking into the conditions of these 
' contracts, 
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Life Saving on Coasting Steamers. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if he will make 
inquiries of his officers how many times 
of their own knowledge they have seen 
the boats provided for the safety of 
passengers or crew on coasting vessels 
actually in the water and the gear in 
order; and if he can ascertain from 
masters of coasting vessels how many 
times during the year the boats under 
their charge are actually lowered into the 
water. 


THE SECRETARY To tHe BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Keartey, Devonport) : 
Special inquiries have been made into the 
matter to which my hon. friend refers, In 
the case of passenger vessels the Board 
of Trade surveyors now make a practice 
of seeing the boats lowered and also that 
the gear is in order at every survey. 
With regard to other coasting vessels no 
exact figures can be given, but these 
vessels generally have at least one boat 
in the water at every port for working 
purposes and the surveyor’s reports tend 
to show that, when more than one boat 
is carried the other boats are generally 
lowered from time to time. The hon. 
Member is aware that a cautionary notice 
on this point is now in course of being 
issued to owners and masters by the 
Board of Trade. 


Workmen's Trains. 
Mr. CLAUDE HAY 
Hoxton): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he proposes 
to take any, and, if so, what, measures 
to confer upon the statutory tribunal 
described in the Report of the Select 
Committee on Workmen’s Trains the 
right to direct that travelling facilities 
for workmen be provided in such manner 
as the tribunal deems best in districts 
where building development seems 
probable. 


Mr. KEARLEY : The Board of Trade 
have been in recent communication with 
the railway companies serving the 
Metropolitan district on the whole subject 
of the recommendations of the Committee, 
including of course the point raised in the 
Question. The replies received are now 


under consideration ; meanwhile if the 
hon. Member will bring to my notice any 
particular case in which the desired , 
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| facilities are not provided it shall be 


(Shoreditch, | 


looked into. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY: Will Papers be 
laid before Parliament giving the 
particulars received from the companies, 


Mr. KEARLEY said he would like to 
see the communications before coming to 
a decision on the matter. 


Education Bill Finance. 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education, 
what sums out of the £1,000,000 provided 
in the Education Bill it is estimated will 
fall to the share of Blackpool, Preston, 
Southport, and Blackburn respectively. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 


EDUCATION (Mr. Birre tt, Bristol, 
N.): As I stated on the First Reading 


of the Bill, the Grant will be distributed 
in aid of the local education rate upon 
terms to be laid down hereafter in the 
Code. The general principle upon which 
the Board of Education will proceed in 
the ultimate distribution of the new grant 
will be to have regard both to the actual 
increase of local burden consequent upon 
the Bill, and to the existing amount of 
the education rate. I cannot at this 
stage attempt any estimate of the sums 
that will fall to the share of any individual 
authorities. 


Mr. ASHLEY: On what data did 
the right hon. Gentleman base his esti- 
mate of £1,000,000 sterling ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: 


I am not ina position 


, to give that information. 


Classified as 


Educational Bill Statistics. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Education whether he can state the 
number of separate school departments 
under head teachers in existence at the 
close of the last completed statistical year, 
Council, Church, Roman 
Catholic, Wesleyan, Jewish, and British, 
and other undenominational school depart- 
ments, respectively. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The numbers of 
separate school departments for the 
statistical year ending July 31st, 1905, 
are :—Council, 12,157; Church of Eng- 
land, 16,320; Roman Catholic, 1,843; 
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Wesleyan, 639; Jew, 24; British and 
other undenominational, 949. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Education 
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by them, while prescribing undenomi- 
national religious instruction in the rest ; 
and whether the Education Bill will 
affect the powers of local authorities in 
this respect beyond the provisions therein 
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whether he can state the number of | as to facilities. 
children enrolled at the close of the last 
completed statistical year in Council, 
Church, Roman Catholic, Wesleyan, 
Jewish, and British, and other unde- 
nominational schools, respectively. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Answer to the 
first part of the Question is “ Yes,” and 
to the second part ‘“ No.” 


Fruit Culture. 


eee eg fue sia |. MR. H. H. MARKS (Kent, Thanet) : 
es —~ ang ety S| T beg to ask the hon. Member for South 
1905, are:—Council 3,083,990 ; Church | « ean as Daiaatl 
ay ee edn ‘, é eq =54.|>0merset, as representing the Fresident 
2305,949; Roman Catholic 339,554 ; | ead e . 
Wesleyan 135,868 : Jewish 8,149 ; British | of the Board of Agriculture, whether His 
1 pn nai cl ti a V71 471 “| Majesty’s Government is taking measures 
aacealiiaals " — shales | to give effect to the recommendations of 
‘ |the Departmental Committee on Fruit 
Gevtifionted Teashees. | Culture ; and whether any steps have 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask | yet been taken to carry out the sugges- 
the President of the Board of Education ; tion of the Committee that a special 
whether he can state the number of | sub-department of the Board of Agricul- 





certificated teachers engaged, at the close | ture should be established to deal with 


of the last completed statistical vear, 
in Council, Church, Roman Catholic, | 
Wesleyan, Jewish and British, and other | 
undenominational schools respectively. | 


| 

Mr. BIRRELL: To obtain the infor- | 

mation asked for in the Question would | 

involve enormous labour, the results of | 

which would hardly be commensurate 
with the time and expense involved. 


Orphan Home Schools. 
*Mr. FERENS (Hull, E.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Educa- 


tion whether orphan homes, having 
schools, will be able, in case the 


Education Bill becomes law, to retain 
the management of the schools, as at 
present, under Government inspection ; 
and will they be entitled to receive 
(rovernment grants as heretofore. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I must refer the 
hon. Member to Section 38 of the Educa- 
tion Bill; the effect of which will be (if 
it becomes law, to leave the position of 
these schools much as before. 


Powers of Local Authorities. 

Str G. KEKEWICH (Exeter): I beg 
to ask the President of the- Board of 
Kdueation whether, under the existing 
law, local authorities have power to 
prescribe instruction in secular subjects 





alone in some of the schools provided 


| matters connected with the fruit industry 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 


| setshire, S.): The recommendations of 


the Committee on Fruit Culture are 
receiving attention, and we are in com- 
munication with other Government 
Departments with regard to such of them 
as do not fall exclusively within our own 
jurisdiction. We are in sympathy with 
the suggestion that the Staff of the Depart- 
ment should be somewhat enlarged so 
as‘to enable it to do more for the fruit 
industry, but some increase of expendi- 
ture would be entailed, and at present 
no definite statement on the subject can 
be made. 


New Government Buildings. 


*Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston): I wish to ask the First Commis- 
sioner of Works whether the furnishing 
trades generally will, at the proper time, 
be publicly informed that the Works 
Department are open to receive tenders 
for the supply of furniture and fittings 
for the new War Office and the other 
Government Offices, which are in 
course of erection; and whether it has 
hitherto been the practice to obtain fur- 
niture and fittings from one or two 
firms. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, 
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Rossendale): The furniture in the exist- 
ing offices will, so far as possible, be 
utilised in the new buildings, and most 
of the additional articles required will be 
of the ordinary official patterns for which 
contracts are current. In certain cases 
not covered by such contracts competition 
will be invited from a large number of 
approved firms. It is not desirable to 
advertise for tenders from the whole 
trade; but any firm having a factory 
in or near London, where inspection of 
work in progress is possible, is allowed 
to tender on application, provided that 
proof is given of its ability to carry out 
work satisfactorily, and that the Govern- 
ment rules as to rates of wages are 
observed. It has not been the practice 
to obtain furniture from one or two 
firms. 





London’s Parks. 

*Mr. CREMER: I wish to ask the 
First Commissioner of Works whether 
any new contract has been recently 
made for the right to place chairs in the 
parks and to sell refreshments in the 
Kiosks ; for how many years chairs were 
allowed to be placed in the parks without 
anything being paid for the right of 
doing so; when was the first payment 
made, and what was the amount; what 
amount was received last year; and, if 
any new contract has been made, what 
will be the amount paid during the 
present year. 


Mr. HARCOURT: The reply to the 
first Question is in the aftirmative. No 
payment was received for chairs until 
1896. In 1896-7 the sum received was 
£1,105, and in 1905-6, £1,210. A new 
contract has been made which will in- 
crease the receipts for the present year 
to £2,780. As regards refreshment 
Kiosks, certain rearrangements have re- 
cently been under settlement for Regent’s 
Park, Greenwich Park, etc., but they are 
not yet all settled, and the extra receipts 
cannot be finally stated. 


Houses of Parliament—Refreshment De- 
partment, Wages of Employees. 


*Mr. MORTON (Sutherland): I beg 
to ask the hon. Member for Mid- 


Derbyshire, as Chairman of the Kitchen 
Committee, whether the food supplied, 
and the wages paid, to the waiters 
and other employees in the refresh- 
department of the House of 


ment 
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Commons are in accordance with the 
trades union rate; whether, seeing that 
one-half the grant of £2,000, which is 
annually made by this House to the 
Kitchen Committee, was obtained to 
pay the employees fair wages, he will say 
whether the grant has been or is being 
used to pay such wages, or whether it 
has ,been used to purchase and _ store 
wines in the cellars of this House; 
whether, seeing that the wine, at present 
mainly champagne, in the cellars of the 
House is valued at nearly £6,000, the 
Kitchen Committee will either increase 
the price of each meal supplied to 
Members of this House and apportion 
the amount so received among the 
waiters and employees of the refreshment 
department, or dispose of some of the 
stock of wines to enable them to do so; 
whether, when provision has ‘been made 
for adequately remunerating the em- 
ployees, the Committee will resolutely 
prohibit the practice of tipping waiters 
or any other employees; and will the 
Committee present a complete financial 
statement and balance-sheet annually to 
the House. 


Mr. JACOBY (Derbyshire, Mid.) : The 
wages paid, and the food supplied to the 
waiters, and other employees of the re- 
freshment department are, in the opinion 
of the majority of the Kitchen Committee, 
fair and satisfactory. The conditions of 
employment being different to restaurants, 
hotels, ete., it is impossible to compare 
rates of wages. The grant of £2,000 
which is annually made by the House 
to the Kitchen Committee is expended 
on wages for the employees. The amount 
paid in wages and salaries last year was 
£4,036 16s. 6d. The Kitchen Com 
mittee do not propose to increase the 
price of meals, and owing to the differ 
ence of opinion of Members of this House, 
have decided not to lay down a hard and 
fast rule as regards the practice of tip- 
ping. The Kitchen Committee — will 
present its usual annual Return before the 
end of the session. 


Physical Deterioration. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
whether the Local Government Board 
for Scotland have yet arranged to issue 
the parochial medical officers, sanitary 
inspectors, and inspectors of poor leaflets 
containing the opinions of the Committee 
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on Physical Deterioration relative to 
ventilation and the bringing up of young 
children, with a view to the dissemination 
of information on these subjects 


THE SECRETARY 
LAND (Mr. SINCLAIR, 
The Board will shortly issue a leaflet on 
the management of young children. 
They have already issued a compre 
hensive circular on the control of 
pulmonary phthisis. The Board are 
considering what further measures may 
be recommended. 


SCOT- 


FOR 


Balinakill Burial Ground. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland if he will state the cause of 
the delay in finding a site for a new 
burial ground in place of that at Balinakill, 
in the parish of Uig, island of Lewis, 
which has been repeatedly reported to be 
overcrowded, and the coffins only covered 
with a few inches of earth. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The proprietor has 
agreed to enlarge and otherwise put the 
burial ground at Balinakill into proper 
condition, and the work is to be com- 
menced during the course of the spring. 
The delay appears to have been caused 
hy the negotiations. 


Congested Districts Board Report. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland if he will state when the 
Report of the Congested Districts Board 
for Scotland will be laid upon the Table 
of the House. 


Mr. SINCLAIR : 


early day. 


I hope upon an 


Mr. 
next ? 


teppei 


WEIR: When, this month or 


Mr. ; SINCLAIR: It will be very | 


shi rtly. 


Inverness Fisheries. 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness) : | 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
if he is aware that destitution prevails 
among the fishing population in the 
islands on the west coast of Inverness- 
shire, that the Congested Districts Board 
and the Fisheries Board have refused to 
help the population to provide fishing 
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boats and gear and otherwise to develop 
the industry ; and whether, under these 
circumstances, he will appoint a Com- 
mittee, similar to the Mansfield Com- 
mittee which reported on the sea fisheries 
in parts of Sutherland and Caithness in 
1904, to report as to whether any steps 
can be taken to develop the fishing 
industry on the west coast of Scotland, 
or to assist the fishermen in the prosecu- 
tion of their calling. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: No special informa- 
tion has reached me as to any exceptional 
destitution, and there is no present 
intention of appointing another Com- 
mittee ; but the state of the fishing 
industry and the general condition of 
the population referred to is under the 


consideration of the Government, in 
connection with legislation which is 


under preparation. 


Irish Agricultural Schemes. 


Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): 1 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland how soon 
does he expect the return of Local 
Contributions to the Cost of Schemes 
under the Agricultural and Technical 
Instruction Act, 1899, will be available. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Cuerry, Liverpool, 


Exchange): | am informed that it is not 
at present possible to state when this 
Return will be available. Certain 
necessary particulars have to be pro- 
cured from local authorities throughout 
Ireland, who will be asked to furnish 
them with as little delay as possible. 


Untenanted Land. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland how soon does he expect the 
Return of Untenanted Land, ordered on 
27th March, will be available. 


Mr. CHERRY: It is anticipated that 
this Return will be ready in about two 
months. 


Juvenile Prisoners in Ireland. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton): I beg to ask the Chiet Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he can state the number of prisoners of 
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twelve years of age and under sixteen 
years of age now in the local prisons in 
Ireland, and whether he will give particu- 
lars of the offence and sentence in each 
case ? 


I bag also to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he can state the number of prisoners of 
sixteen years of age and under twenty-one 
vears of age now in the local prisons in 
freland, and whether he will give particu- 
lars of the offence and sentence in each 
case. 


Mr. CHERRY : In order to obtain the 
information asked for in these two Ques- 
tions, reference to the several prisons in 
Ireland will be necessary, and this will 
take some little time. My right hon. 
friend will forward the information to the 
hon. Member as soon as it has been 
prepared. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland why it is stated in the 
Report for the vear 1904 of the governor 
of Belfast prison that twenty-five juvenile 
adults were incarcerated in that prison, 
when the Report for the same year of 
the governor of Maryborough prison 
states that all juvenile prisoners sentenced 
to one month’s imprisonment and upwards 
are sent to that prison; and whether he 
will furnish particulars of the offences 
and sentences of the twenty-five juvenile 
adults incarcerated in Belfast prison 
referred to in this Question. 


Mr. CHERRY: The hon. Member is 
under a misapprehension. The governor 
of Belfast prison made no allusion to 
juvenile adults, viz., persons between 
sixteen and twenty-one years of age, nor 
did the governor of Maryborough prison 
allude to the subject. The statement 
made by the governor of Belfast prison 
was that twenty-five juveniles, viz, 
persons under sixteen years of age, were 
committed during the year. The governor 
of Mountjoy prison stated that all 
juveniles sentenced to one month's im- 


prisonment and upwards are sent to that | 


prison. Of the twenty-five juveniles 
committed to Belfast prison, four who 
were sentenced to a month’s imprison- 
ment or upwards were transferred to 
Mountjoy prison. 
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Cork Evicted Tenants—Case of 
Mrs. Mary Eagan. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Estates Commis- 
sioners are now in a position to take 
some effective steps to bring about the 
reinstatement of Mrs. Mary Eagan in 
the farm of Caherduggan, Bartlemy, on 
the Nason estate, county Cork, seeing 
that the holding is still in the landlord’s 
possession, practically derelict, and that 
the principal obstacle to the evicted 
tenant’s reinstatement appears to be 
reluctance to give consent on the part 
of the agent to the estate. 


Mr. CHERRY: The Estates Commis- 
‘sioners inform me that they have already 
approached the owner in this case through 
his agent, but have not received any 
reply to their communication. The Com- 
missioners are again communicating with 
the agent on the subject. 


Case of Patrick Foyle. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: Tf beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
attention of the Estates Commissioners 
has been called to the case of Patrick 
Foley, of Fermoy, whose father was 
tenant of the farm of Consane, Water- 
grasshill, on the Lowe estate, county 
Cork, was evicted in 1880, and has since 
died, and to the fact that the holding is 
now occupied by another tenant, named 
Justin McCarthy, at less than half the 
rent paid by the evicted tenant ; and 
whether, in view of these circumstances, 
the Estates Commissioners will take into 
consideration the claims of the son of the 
deceased tenant for an allotment of 
untenanted land not necessarily in the 
neighbourhood. 


Mr. CHERRY: [ am informed by the 
Estates Commissioners that they have 
received an application for reinstatement 
from Thomas Foley, who states that he 
was a joint tenant with Patrick Foley 
_and that both were evicted in consequence 

of the latter having fallen into arrear in 
|the payment of his portion of the rent. 
The Commissioners will enquire into the 
case as soon as may be possible. 
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Condition of the Royal Canal. 
Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 


President of the Board of Trace what 
communications, if any, were addressed 
by the Board of Trade to the Mid- 
land Great Western Railway Com- 
pany, pursuant to the Reports of the 
Board’s inspectors on the condition of the 
Royal Canal; and will he explain why 
the Board of Trade held inquiries, in 
view of the expense to those who obtained 
them and to the State, if the Board are 
unable to give effect to the recommenda- 
tions of their own inspectors, and to 
nrotect this public waterway from de- 
struction. 


Mr. KEARLEY : General Hutchinson 
was appointed to inspect the canal in 
1894, on a memorial received through five 
Members of Parliament, from fifty-five 
traders, asking for an inspection of the 
canal under Section 41 of the Railway 
and Canal Tratlie Act, 1888. Further 
complaints were received of the condition 
of the canal in the following year, and Sir 
Francis Marindin was appointed to make 
an inspection under the same section. 
The Reports of both General Hutchinson 
and of Sir Francis 
warded to the Midland Great Western 
Railway Company, and further corres- 
pondence passed between the Eoard of 
Trade and the Company, who, in Novem- 
her, 1895, gave an assurance that no effort 
would be wanting on their part to ensure 
the carrying out of the various recom- 
mendations contained in Sir Francis 
\Marindin’s Report so as to maintain the 
Royal Canal in a satisfactory condition. 
Since the two Board of Trade inspections 
referred to, other inspections have been 
made on behalf of the Board of Control, 
a public body appointed by the Lord- 
Lieutenant under an Act of 1818, and 
composed of members of the Irish Board 
of Works. The functions and powers of 
the Board of Control as regards the canal 
have recently been fully explained to the 
Royal Commission on Canals, now sitting, 
and I shall be happy to furnish the hon. 
Member with a copy of the evidence 
hearing on the point. As I stated in my 
reply to the hon. Member on the 10th 
instant,7 the Board of Control inform me 
that they are now considering the Ques- 
tion of further proceedings. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade, having 

+ See (4) Debates, clv., 1165. 


Marindin were for- , 
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‘regard to the facts that the Royal Canal 


was constructed as a waterway for public 
use, largely with moneys voted by the 
Irish Parliament, was subsequently 
acquired and is now controlled by the 
Midland Great Western Railway Com- 
pany, subject to the statutory obligation 
of maintaining the canal ina navigable 
condition for public use, that the railway 
company in their own interest have 
allowed the canal to become unnavigable, 
and that all these facts have been ascer- 
tained and reported by inspectors of the 
Board of Trade, whether the Board of 
Trade will, on behalf of the public, enforce 
the statutory obligation by compelling 
the railway company to execute the 


works of restoration and maintenance 
which that company’s neglect has 


rendered necessary, 


Mr. KEARLEY : This is a repetition 
of the Question which I answered on the 
10th instant,{ and I can only refer the 
hon. Member to that Answer. 


Kenmare Harbour. 

Mr. BULAND: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that appli- 
cation has been made on a_ previous 
occasion for the loan of the dredger, now 
employed on the west coast, to improve 
the port of Kenmare ; and whether he 
can arrange that this request will be 
complied with in the near future, seeing 
that it is urgently required at Kenmare. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. MeKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): 1am informed that the 
Board of Works have written to the 
County Council of Kerry asking whether 
they desire to have the use of the dredger 
“Sisyphus” on the usual terms, for the 
improvement of the harbour of Kenmare. 
The Board have been informed that their 
letter will be laid before the county 
council at its next meeting, on 10th 
proximo. 


NEW BILLS. 
FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF 
WOMEN’S DISABILITIES (No. 2) BILL. 

‘To establish a single franchise at all 
elections, and thereby to abolish univer- 
sity representation and to remove the 
a + See (4) Debates, elv., 1165. 


a 
3 2 
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Disabilities of Women,” presented by Sir 
Charles Dilke ; supported by Mr. Bell, 
Mr. Byles, Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. Atherly- 
Jones, Dr. Macnamara, Mr. Masterman, 
Mr. Money, Mr. Shackleton, Mr. Shee- 
han, and Mr. P. W. Wilson; to be read 
a second time upon Friday, 15th June, 
and to be printed. [Bill 177.] 


CROWN LANDS BILL. 


Sir George Kekewich, Mr. Dundas 
White, and Mr. Butcher nominated 


members of the Select Committee on the 
Crown Lands Bill, with Two Members to 
he added by the Committee of Selection. 
(Mr. Whiteley.) 


DEAN FOREST BILL. 

Sir George Kekewich, Mr. Dundas 
White, and Mr. Butcher nominated 
members of the Select Committee on the 
Dean Forest Bill, with Two Members to 
to be added by the Committee of Selec- 
tion.—(.Vr. Whiteley.) 


SUPPLY [6TH ALLOTTED Day] 
Considered in Committee :— 


(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair. } 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS — ESTIMATES, 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
1. £602,700, to complete the sum for 
Customs. 
2. £1,429,500, to complete the sum for 
Inland Revenue. 


CIVIL SERVICES. 
Ciass II. 

3. Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £7,290, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1907, for the Salaries and Ex- 
penses of the Department of His Majes- 
ty’s Most Honourable Privy Council.” 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) 
raised objection to the payment of 
£2,000 as salary to the Lord President of 
the Privy Councii and also to the proposal 


to pay an additional £100 a year to the! £100 for? Was he going to take off 
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noble Lord’s private secretary. With 
regard to the Lord President of the 
Council, he said that nothing had been 
paid to the holder of that oftice for some 
years, and he regretted very much that 
the Government should be willing to vote 
the sum of £2,000 to the head of a 
department the administration of which 
did not cost more than £12,000, the 
greater part of this money being paid in 
salaries. He also took exception to the 
payment of another £100 a year to the 
noble Lord’s private secretary, thus 
making that gentleman’s salary £300 a 
year, in addition to a large sum he was 
receiving as clerk to one of the Depart- 
ments. It was simply throwing £2,100 
in the gutter. What would the noble 
Lord do for such a salary? He felt that 
when he (the speaker) could not get 
2,000 farthings for his people in the 
Highlands of Scotland he had a right to 
complain of such excessive expenditure ; 
and so long as it was carried on by any 
Government, whether Liberal or Con- 
servative, he should protest. |More 
especially did he protest because the 
present Government was pledged up 
to the hilt to retrenchment and reform. 
If the Lord President of the Council must 
have a salary he should be paid a reason- 
able sum and not one sixth of the whole 
expenses of the Department. What was 
the meaning of it! He would like an 
Answer from the hon. Member, for he 
could not allow the Vote to pass without 
some satisfactory explanation. He had a 
Motion down to reduce the Vote by 
£2,100, but he hoped the hon. Member 
would see his way to give some pledge 
whereby the sum of £2,000 might not be 
paid to an ornamental officer. Then 
with regard to the £100 to be paid to 
the secretary. He did not know any- 
thing about either the noble Lord or his 
secretary, but he did know that such 
proposed expenditure was excessive. 
Let the Government be true to its 
colours, and not create such a post as 
the one proposed. It was the creation 
of a new salary—and such a salary !—to 
which he objected. Let them be fair in 
the matter, and not throw away one- 
sixth of the expenditure of the whole 
Department upon one man, just because 
he was a noble Lord, and then follow 
that by throwing £100 at the head of a 
private secretary who was already re- 
ceiving £200! What was that extra 
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the burden from the shoulders of the 
noble Lord? He protested against it, 
and unless he got a satisfactory Answer 
that the Government would wipe out 
some, at any rate, of that £2,000, and 
the £100, he should deem it his duty to 
move a reduction at a later stage. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
que TREASURY (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.) said he strongly approved 
of the hon. Member’s desire to effect 
economy, but he did not think the hon. 
Gentleman was quite aware of the 
ground upon which the £2,000 was paid. 
The late Lord President of the Privy 
Council was also President of the Board 
of Edueation, and as President of the 
Board of Education he received the sum 
of £2,000 a year. The present Lord 
President of the Privy Council was now 
in the House of Lords, as was also the 
late Lord President. The President of 
the Board of Education was now in the 
House of Commons, consequently the 
Lord President of the Privy Council 
represented the Education Department 
in the House of Lords. If the Committee 
refused to vote this money, he would be 
the only member of the Cabinet who was 
notin receipt of a salary. He felt bound 
to say that with regard to the noble Lord’s 
work, he fully deserved a salary of 
£2,000, which was the smallest amount 
paid to any Cabinet Minister. With 
regard to the £100 to be paid to the 
private secretary, he would point out 
that that Secretary had to do Depart- 
mental work and received an additional 
£100, as did a private secretary en- 
gaged by any other Cabinet Minister. 
Therefore, his hon. friend would see that 
there was no extra expense at all in the 
matter. The Lord President of the 
Privy Council was not given £2,000 
because he was a noble Lord, but as 
salary as a member of the Cabinet, 
representing the Education Department 
in the House of Lords. His hon. friend 
might be right or wrong in his view of 
official salaries, but there was no reason 
why he should take exception to this 
particular salary, unless he was prepared 
tov take exception to all other salaries. 


*Mr. WEIR pointed out that he took 
exception to the salary because it was a 
new salary. It meant an additional 
£2,000 on the taxpayers of the country. 
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Mr. McKENNA: My hon. friend is 
mistaken upon that point. 


Mr. WEIR said there were excessive 
salaries. He was always prepared to vote 
salaries to men who did the work. 
As to the private secretary, of course he 
had to do some work, but what additional 
work was he doing which necessitated an 
additional payment of £100 a year, mak- 
ing a payment in all of £300, together 
with another £600 or £700 a year as 
clerk to one of the offices? It looked too 
much, and he strongly objected. 


*CoLoNEL LEGGE (St. George's, 
Hanover Square) also objected. He said 
the Lord President of the Privy Council 
was now to receive a salary of £2,000 
for 1906-7, which he did not receive in 
1904-5. They were told that he re- 
ceived this sum because he represented 
the Board of Education in the House 
of Lords. Surely if he represented 
the Board of Education, the salary should 
be paid out of the Education Vote ? 
He would also like to know what the 
noble Lord’s duties were; there should 
be more information upon the matter 
laid before the Committee. He begged 
to move a reduction of £2,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £5,290, be 
granted for the said service :—(Colonel 


Legge.) 


*Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) said the 
late Tory Government was the most 
extravagant Government that had ever 
heen in existence. The question before 
the present Government was one of 
economy, and unless they practised it 
they could not hope to carry out the 
promises they had made. The £2,000 
in question would pay a number 
of Members of Parliament a deernt 
salary; therefore if the Government 
would strike it off from the Vote 
they would have some money to 
deal with the question of salaries to 
Members of the House. They were 
told that this sum was the smallest 
salary received by any member of the 
Cabinet. That, he contended, was not a 
fair way to judge it. They should 
judge the question by the amount of 
work done. What was the amount 
of work done by the Lord President of 


the Privy Council as compared with 
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the President of the Local Government 
Board or the President of the Board of 
Trade? Everyone knew that the Lord 
President’s office was a sinecure, and that 
some friend or favourite was shot into it 
for the sake of the salary. They were ex- 
pecting something better from the Liberal 
Government, and if they could not get 
it then they ought to divide the Com- 
mittee, in order to let the Government 
know that they meant business. With 
regard to the increase of the salary 
of the private secretary, his hon. friend 
had not explained it sufficiently. He 
(the speaker) understood that the private 
secretary was to get an extra £100, 
making his salary £300, beyond the 
salary he was getting as clerk in another 
Department. If that was so, then who 
was the favourite? What work did he 
do, and if he was properly employed in 
another oftice how was it he had time to 
be a private secretary at all? They 
were not attacking the Government on a 
Party question at all. It was a question 
of dealing with money belonging to 
the nation, and they wanted to 
economise. He agreed with his hon. 
friend who mentioned that the sum pro- 
posed was a large one to pay the Lord 
President. It did indeed seem a very 
large sum to pay to a gentleman who had 
not much to do. He wished to put a 
question before the hon. Member. What 
were the hours of labour of the Lord 
President of the Privy Council? Such 
officials objected to men having eight 
hours a day. What, he wished to know, 
were their hours; were they three hours, 
or what ? He wanted a definite answer to 
his question from the hon. Member, and 
if he did not give it to-day, he would have 
to on another occasion. When people 
high in oftice objected to working men 
having an eight hours day, he wished 
to know what number of hours per day 
they worked. He took it that they had 
a very short day indeed and that a good 
deal of their time was spent for—well, 
otherwise than in their Department. 
Why was it he could never find these 
Officials before eleven o'clock in the 
morning ! 


*THeE CHAIRMAN hoped the hon. 
Member was confining himself to the 
Privy Council Vote. 


*Mr. MORTON explained that he was 
not referring to any other officials than 
Mr, Morton. 
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those mentioned on the Paper before the 
Committee, and he again repeated his 
questions. He thought if these high 
officials were to put in an eight hours day, 
the Government would be enabled to get on 
with half the staff and at half the expense, 
Considering the difficulties of getting 
money for objects which the Government 
had promised, he desired to impress upon 
the Committee the necessity of effecting 
economy in every direction. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) declared that the assertions of 
gross extravagance brought against the 
Conservative Administration, though 
freely made, never had been and 
never would be proved. ‘The late 
Government created a state of things 
by which, to save the country’s 
resources, the Lord President of the 
Council discharged the duties of the 
President of the Beard of Education, and 
it was absolutely impossible to deny that 
at the present moment the country Was 
finding £2,000 more for the services of 
the Department than was the case under 
the late Administration. The Financial 
Secretary of the Treasury had placed his 
defence of this salary upon the wrong 
ground, The Lord President of the 
Council was receiving this salary not 
because he was discharging the duties of 
the Board of Education, for those duties 
were now being discharged by a right 
hon. Gentleman in this House, but 
because he had still the duty of putting 
through a number of Orders in Couneil not 
relating to education at all, but which had 
to be submitted to the Sovereign and the 
Privy Council by other Departments. He 
had heard no reason yet why the clerk 
who under the late Government used to 
perform the duties of Private Secretary 
to the Lord President, and never had a 
salary of more than £200 for the work, 
should now receive an additional £100 a 


year. They were awaiting an explanation 
of that. The fact was apparent that the 


country got the same services under the 
late Administration for less money than 
under the present Administration. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 
Ek. R., Holderness) supported the re- 
duction. The — present 
were returned to Parliament for peace, 
retrenchment, and reform, and this was 
their idea of economy. The hon. Member 
for Sutherland asked what work was done 


Government 
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hy the Lord President of the Council. 
He should like to ask if that Minister did 
any work at all. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said it was 
most refreshing to find this new-born zeal 
for economy on the part of hon. Gentle- 
men above the gangway on the Opposition 
side. He would like to remind the 
Committee, however, that under the new 
arrangement the House had the benefit, 
which they had not in the last Parliament, 
of questions being answered by the | 
President of the Board of Education 
across the floor of this House. 





Mr. STANLEY WILSON: 
worth £2,000 a year ! 


Is that 


Mr. WHITLEY said he would point 
out in the second place that the Minister 
who was in receipt of the salary in 
question would be charged with the duty 
of conducting the Education Bill through 
the House of Lords, and he did not think 
that would be a sinecure. He certainly 
thought that during the present year the 
vecupant of the office would earn his 
money. But the hon. Gentlemen who 
were showing this new zeal for economy | 
must remember that Ministers of the 
Crown in the late Administration held 60 | 
or 70company directorships between them, 
and that the country was now benefiting 
by the Prime Minister’s having reverted | 
to the old practice in that respect. 


tHE CHAIRMAN said the hon. 
Gentleman was not entitled to extend 
that argument. 
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consideration of the Committee their 
inconsistency in that respect. As far as 
he was concerned, he would certainly 
oppose the Vote. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) said he could not find words to 
express his astonishment at the attitude 
of hon. Gentlemen above the gangway 
on the Opposition side. Those who were 
absolutely the most recklessly extra. 
vagant in every shape and form in the 
last Parliament, and for years past, were 
now the very persons who were stirred 
consideration of economy. 
Therefore, the only effect of the action 
of hon. Gentlemen above the gangway 
on the Opposition side was to incline 
him to support the Financial Secretary 
to the ‘Treasury, which he was_ not 
naturally inclined to do. He agreed 
thoroughly that the salary in question 
was altogether too high, and as they 
were at the beginning of a new Parlia- 
ment, and would have to discuss the 
Kstimates week after week for some time 
to come, he ventured, with the most 
earnest desire to be friendly, to advise 
the Government that they should take 
the bull by the horns and make up their 
minds to effect considerable economies 
in the public service. Running all 
through the Estimates there were salaries 
altogether out of proportion to the work 
done. There were the most glaring 


| inequalities in the matter of salaries— 


gentlemen receiving such sums as 
£1,500, £1,200, and £800 a year, after 
which there was a sudden drop, and 
persons, whose services were quite as 


| necessary to the State, and who worked 


Mr. WHITLEY said he only desired 
to point out that it was a consideration 
amongst others which made it well worth | 
the while of the Committee to pass the 
Vote under discussion. 


*Sir FRANCIS LOWE (Birmingham, 
Udgbaston) remarked that the Govern. | 
ment not only proposed to spend 
£1,000,000 a year in carrying out their 
new education proposals, bat they now 
futher proposed to give a new 
Minister a salary of £2,000 a year} 
to carry those proposals through the 


House of Lords. He thought that 
formed a very. curious commentary 


pon the pledges which Liberals gave at 
the recent election to pursue an econo- | 
mical policy, and he commended to the | 


| he never 


just as hard, received remuneration which 
was surprisingly small. In the late 
Government reform was not to be 
expected in these matters in any way ; 
remembered the slightest 
attempt made to effect economy of any 
kind. But here was a Liberal Govern- 
ment which, if it had come into power on 
anything, had come in upon the ery of 
economy. The country was anxious that 
there should be in matters of this kind 
considerable retzenchment, and he thought 
the Government would be weil advised if 
they altered the scale which now pre- 
vailed, and showed the people outside that 
there was in this matter some real and 
solid difference between the present 
Administration and the last. If a begin- 
ning could not be made on this Vote, 
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he invited some statement from the 
Secretary of the Treasury on behalf of 
the Government that in these days, when 
there was so much want out of doors, and 
the question of unemployment was so 
pressing, the Government seriously in- 
tended to make some effort to reduce 
public expenditure, and to see if they 
could not get these posts filled at much 
more moderate salaries than were now 
paid. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton) said it should he noticed that whilst 
the Government were asking for £2,000 
for the post of Lord President they refused 
an increase of salary to the abstractors 
employed in the office. The abstractors 
had asked for an increase of £1 in their 
salary and to be put on the same plane 
as other civil servants in regard to annual 
leave, but they were not to have a 
moment's consideration. A private secre- 
tary, however, who was on one of the 
highest rungs of the Civil Service ladder, 
was to receive £300 a year extra for 
writing the letters of the Lord President, 
as to whose duties the Committee had no 
sort of information except that the Lord 
President had to sign certain documents. 
They were now being asked to place upon 
the revenues of the country a charge of 
£2,000 a year in order that a job might 
be found for a noble lord who could not 
otherwise be admitted into the Govern- 
ment. He hoped this matter would be 
pressed to a division in the interests of 
economy. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH (Derby- 
shire, W.) asked if it was necessary to 
have the Education Board so very largely 
increased, Already they had two repre- 
sentatives of that Board in the House of 
Commons, and he hoped it would he 
possible in the near future, instead of 
having both the President of the Board 
of Education and the Parliamentary 
Secretary in this House, to at least have 
one of them in the House of Lords. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) said 
he did not think the hon. Member for East 
Clare would succeed in convincing the 
Committee in regard to the extravagance 
of the late Administration. He thought 
new Members would find that the hon. 
Member for East Clare was never to be 
taken seriously. New Members would 


find that the hon. Member had only 
Mr. William Ledinond, 
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looked at two columns on the Estimates 
paper. They would see from the Esti- 
mates for 1905-6 that there was an item of 
£7,605 for the Privy Council and under 
the new Administration these estimates 
were £9,512. That was the most clear 
and definite answer to the charge that the 
late Administration was more extravagant 
than the present. There were many 
hon. Members on the Opposition side who 
would stand by hon. Members on the 
Ministerial side in their determination to 
carry out the pledges they made in favour 
of true economy at the last election. He 
looked forward with confidence, therefore, 
to the result of the division which would 
shortly take place. 


Mr. MADDISON (Burnley) said that 
the man who was in ignorance of the 
waste and extravagance of the Tory 
Party must indeed have been out of 
polities for thirty years. He did not 
think that anything connected with 
education was the best thing won which 
to begin economy. But he could not 
help expressing the opinion that these 
salaries were put far too high. There was 
the right hon, Gentleman at the head of 
the Education Department who would 
have to pilot the Education Bill through 
the House, and discharge his onerous 
duties at the Education Office, yet his 
salary was exactly the same as that of the 
Lord President of the Council. He had 
not a word to say against the noble Lord, 
in fact he had a great admiration for him, 
but he strongly objected as a democrat 
to giving a Member of the House of Lords, 
for doing probably one-third of the work 
the President of the Education Board had 
to perform, exactly the same salary. He 
thought the Government should take 
seriously into consideration the over- 
hauling of all the Departments, and 
adjust the salaries to the duties performed. 
He did not think they could have all 
salaries of the same size—he did not 
believe that every man was worth the 
same amount of money, but in this case a 
Member of the House of Lords was 
receiving exactly the same salary as a 
Minister in the House of Commons, and 
he thought that was not fair to the tax- 
payers of the country. There were a 
great number of pressing social reforms, 
and the only way to get these reforms 
was to reduce wasteful and unnecessary 
expenditure. While he did not regard 
hon. Members opposite as being really in 
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earnest in this matter—[OPPOSITION cries 
of ‘Oh, oh !”|—he pressed the Leaders 
of the Liberal Party not to consider the 
saving of a few hundred pounds a small 
thing. They must remember that every- 
thing saved that was not actually needed 


was so much gained for beneficent 
purposes, 
Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD (Somerset- 


shire, Wellington) said it appeared to him 
that the main reason for voting this salary 
was that the Lord President of the Council 
would be called upon to pilot the 
Edueation Bill through the House of 
Lords. He wished to know if the 
Government anticipated that the Educa- 
tion Bill would go through in one 
ordinary session, or was it going to 
occupy the whole time of the present 
Parhament ? 
the time of this Parliament, the Lord 
President would assuredly earn 


[f the Bill was to occupy | 
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Sir GILBERT PARKER said he was 


going to suggest how the question of 
economy came in. The Government 
were clearly committed to a policy of 
retrenchment, and the point he was 
dealing with was the carelessness shown 
in the formation of the Government. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: Order, order. 
The hon. Member is out of order in dis- 
cussing the carelessness shown in the 
formation of the Government. 


Sir. GILBERT PARKER appealed 
to the Secretary to the Treasury to deal 
frankly with this question and acknow 
ledge the mistake that had been made. 


*Mr. H. H. MARKS (Kent, Thanet) said 


|it was surprising to him to hear the 


his | 


salary, but if the measure was disposed | 
of in one session, then it was not easy | 


to see what work could be found for the 


he was to become a maid-of-all-work to 


expressions of astonishment by hon. 
Members opposite in regard to the atti- 
tude the Opposition were taking up on 
this Question. They had been accused 
of displaying a new-born zeal for economy, 


K could | | but it was not of recent birth, it had 
noble Lord to justify his salary, unless | 


the Government in the House of Lords. | 


There was some justification for the 
principle that payment should be made 


according to results, and he quite agreed | 


with the remarks made by the hon. 
Member for East Clare as to the over- 
payment of some and the under-payment 


of other officials. He thought the hardest | 


worked Minister on the Treasury Bench 
was the Patronage Secretary. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 


said this discussion had brought out | 
in very bold relief the extreme care- | 


lessness with which the present Govern- 
ment was formed. The Government 
had begun very badly with education, 
and in his opinion they would end 
badly with a great many other things. 
The best thing to be done would 
he for the Financial Secretary of the 
Treasury frankly to acknowledge the 
faults of the Prime Minister in forming 
his Cabinet. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I must remind 
the hon. Member that we are discussing 
the Privy Council Office Vote and the 
works of that Office, and not the forma- 
tion of the Government. 





been with them for years. It might 
have lain dormant, but the atmosphere 
of those benches had a stimulating effect. 
That was no new experience to hon. 
Members of this House. Politicians did 
endeavour sometimes to make amends in 
Opposition for opportunities neglected 
when they were in power. It was an 
experience which hon. Gentlemen on the 
opposite side had had in great abundance, 
and the example which they had set in 


| bygone years was one which it seemed to 


him the present Opposition might pro- 
perly follow. It might be that they 
selected 


were unfortunate in having 
| this particular Vote, because it con- 
cerned education more or less. It had 


been said that the Government could not 
afford to economise on education. He 
thought that was true. If there was one 
thing in which the Government could 
afford to be liberal to themselves, it 
would be in education. He and his 
friends were in the position of not being 
able to support the Government with 
respect to most of the pledges which 
were given on its behalf at the general 
election and by means of which it 
came into office, but there was one 
item in the programme of the Govern- 
ment in regard to which they were 
in a position to give their united 
support. They could support it in 
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regard to its promises of economy and Lord in question should receive this 


retrenchment. It was the one thing on 


which they could offer any help to the. 


Government, and he earnestly hoped hon. 
Gentlemen would not reject the offer 
in this particular case with which 
they were making a beginning. It 
had been said with perfect truth that 
there were abundant opportunities for 
economy in bygone years, and that 
they had not always been able to avail 
themselves of them. They should regret 
that, and they should now show their 
repentance by making up for lost 
time. For that reason he hoped 
the Amendment would be carried to a 
division. He would heartily support it. 


Mr. McKENNA said the spirit of 
economy which had been manifested by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite had been some- 
what tardy in making an appearance. 
It was welcome at any time, and when 


he had to resist some of the appeals made 


by the hon. Member for Ross and 
Cromarty, he hoped he would have the 
support of hon. Gentlemen opposite in 
resisting those appeals. He was rather 
surprised at this moment to see the 
great historic Tory Party following the 
lead of the hon. Member for Ross and 
Cromarty. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 
best leader they ever had. 


The 


Mr. MCKENNA said that hon. Gentle- 
men opposite would have his support 
whenever possible if they sought to 
reduce the Estimates on the ground of 
economy. What were the circumstances 
of the present case? They had the great 
historic office of Lord President of the 
Council which had attached to it mem- 
bership of the Cabinet. This particular 
member of the Cabinet had duties to 
perform quite independently of _ his 
duties as member of the Government ; 
he had to answer for the Education 
Department in the House of Lords. He 
did not refer to his particular duties as 
Lord President of the Council, because 
he fully admitted that those duties were 
very insignificant. 
member of the Government who had to 
answer for the Education Department in 
the House of Lords was not overpaid 
with a salary of £2,000. That appeared 


to him sutticient ground why the noble 


Mr. H. H. Marks. 


| 


He thought that any | 


salary. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON: Does the 
Gentleman who answers in the House of 
Lords for the Board of Trade get a 
salary ? 


Mr. MCKENNA: The noble Lord who 
answers for the Board of Trade has no 
existence. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON: I under- 
stood that Lord Granard answered for the 
Board of Trade. 


Mr. MCKENNA : His Lordship has no 
official existence. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON: Has the 
Lord President of the Council any official 
connection with the Board of Eduea- 
tion ? 


Mr. McKENNA: Yes, he has now. 
He did not think it was really necessary 
to go into details. The hon. Mem- 
ber for East Clare had expressed the 
desire that the members of the Govern- 
ment should take this opportunity of 
making deductions from salaries in the 
House of Lords. He regretted that he 
was not authorised by any of his 
colleagues in the Government to offer to 
make any reduction in their own indi- 
vidual salaries. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Somerset had asked 
whether the salary would be continued 
after the Education Bill had passed 
through the House of Lords. The noble 
Lord was not receiving his salary simply 
on account of his duties in connection with 
the present Education Bill: he would 
answer in the House of Lords for the Edu- 
cation Department for all purposes so long 
as he held office. The salary was in 
no way dependent on the conduet of the 
present Bill. The hon. Member for 
Gravesend had complained of the extrava- 
gance oi the present Government. He 
vould remind the hon. Member that his 
figures were wrong. The total of the 
salaries paid to the President of the 
Council, the President of the Board 
of Education, and the Financial Secre- 
tary of the Board of  Edueation 
was £5,200, and not £7,500. It was 
perfectly true that the salary of the private 
secretary of the Lord President was 
higher now than last year. The reason 
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for that was that the private secretary had | 


not only to deal with questions addressed 
to that Minister, but also to hold himself in 
readiness by remaining in the precincts 
of the House during the whole of the 
debate ; he might have to remain here 
day after day, and perform in addition 
his departmental work at the office. He 
did not think the private secretary 
was overpaid by an addition of £100. 


Mr. PAUL (Northampton) said the 
hon. Member for Sheffield had done his 
best to bring the discussion down to the 
level of a Party squabble. The salary of 
the Privy Seal was abolished by Mr. 
Gladstone in 1885 and revived by the 
late Lord Salisbury when he was in office. 
He hoped that as sensible and intelligent 
men they would treat these recrimina- 
tions, he would not say with contempt, 
but he would say with the respect 
—for it meant the same thing—they 
deserved, The serious question which 
they had to consider was whether they 
should give their sanction, if not to the 
creation, to the revival of a salaried 
sinecure. It was perfectly well known 
that the Lord President of the Council 
used to have some very important duties 
to discharge, and the Vice-President 
was his subordinate. Now, he believed, 
besides the mere formal signing of 
documents, the Lord President of the 
Council had no official duty of any kind 
to discharge. Lord Londonderry when 
President of the Council was also 
President of the Board of Education, and 
under that arrangement there was a saving 
of £2,000 a year of public money. It was 
said that Lord Crewe would answer for 
tke Board of  Edueation in the 
House of Lords. He was not sure on the 
coustitutional question whether the Lord 
President was still an official connected 
with the Board of Education. He was 
under the impression that the Board of 
Education was created by statute a 
separate Department, and that the Lord 
President of the Council was no longer 
connected with it at all. If it was said 
that Lord Crewe had political functions 
to perform in the House of Lords, what 


about Lord Ripon, who had to answer for 


his Department and lead in the House of 
Lords, and was a most important 
Member of the Government? Lord 
Ripon was universally respected both by 
supporters and by opponents ; he did his 
work exceedingly well without 
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salary at all. The Committee ought to 
pause before sanctioning an arrangement 
whereby an officer was to be voted a 
salary of £2,000 a year for doing nothing 
at all. 


Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Barkston Ash) said that the point 
brought forward was really worth the 
attention of the Financial Secretary. 
When the Education Act of 1902 was 
before Parliament it was conducted by two 
Ministers, onein each Ilouse ; but now 
there was a new Bill before Parliament it 
was said to require three Gentlemen, each 
with a salary. That did seem to him to 
be a matter which required meeting and 
justifying. In this particular instance the 
duties of the noble Lord would be to pilot 
the Education Bill through the House of 
Lords. It was really a perfectly open 
question whether he would have any 
duties to perform at ali. They had 
to see the Bill sent to the House of Lords 
before they knew whether he would have 
any duties to perform or not. He 
therefore thought the Government should 
first have made certain that the noble 
Lord would have any duties to perform 
before they put down the salary. He 
admitted that the attempt to pilot the 
Bill through the Lords might be a 
difficult duty—and he hoped it would 
be unsuccessful—but he did not think 
it justified an extra £2,000 a year on the 
Estimates. He hoped that the hon. 
Gentleman who had moved the Redue- 
tion would persist and go to a division, 
because it would show to the Committee 
and to the country that, whatever might 
have been the failures of the Party to 
which he belonged in the past, they 
might at any rate be said to be deriving 
some benefit from their misfortunes. 
The hon. Member for East Clare had 
taunted them with exhibiting a new-born 
zeal for economy, but he thought it was 
very hard upon them if, having suffered a 
great reverse, they were not now to try to 
assume some of the airs of virtue which 
had won for Gentlemen opposite their 
places on the Treasury Bench. IH they 
had not gone to the country with all 
that assumption of virtue which they 
were now endeavouring to prove was 
absolute hypocrisy and had not paraded 
the country with the ery of economy, 
many good men who were now wander- 
ing about the country would be in the 
House and they themselves would not be 
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gracing the Treasury Bench. The matter 
was of considerable importance, for they 
would be setting an example to the 
municipalities throughout the country— 
and they all knew that the ratepayers 
had to contend with an undue growth of 
salaries—and he hoped the reduction 
would be pressed to a division. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY said that 
the hon. Member for Northampton had 
accused him of bringing the discussion 
down to the level of a Party squabble. 
The hon. Member never addressed the 
House without bringing forward some 


such charge; but he could not 
progress a single inch in establish- 


ing that charge without conveniently 
ignoring the fact that hon. Gentlemen 
on his own side of the House had roundly 
accused the Tory Party of extravagance 
in the past; and if the hon. Member 
supposed that the Opposition were going 
to sit tamely under these charges without 
answer he was very much mistaken. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said he would ask the Com- 
mittee not to follow the example of the 
right hon. Gentleman who had just sat 
down by indulging in recrimination on 
one side or the other. He did not 
recognise the right hon, Gentleman as 
an economist, but as a bad example. 
However, there was no principle which 
was more loudly professed by the ma- 
jority of Members elected to this House 
than that of economy; and if they 
were to have economy they must 
begin somewhere. It was no use say- 
ing that they were in favour of the 
general principle of economy and then 
when there was a clear case for economy 
to goin for extravagance. He thought 


the hon. Member the Secretary of the | 


Treasury had made the best defence 
he could of this Vote. But what were 
the facts? The Lord President of the 
Council was a very important official 
in former days. He had a great many 
duties to perform. He had to look after 
cattle disease and education, although 
no one could understand the association 
between the two. But there was now 
a Minister for Agriculture who looked 
after cattle disease, and a 


for Education who looked after the 
schools. Therefore the Lord President 


of the Council was deprived of all the 
duties which that high officer used 


Mr. La n e-Fou, 


Minister ; 
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to perform. In the last Parliament— 
that wicked and extravagant Parliament 
—the Lord President of the Council com- 
bined the functions of two Ministers, but 
was only paid the salary of one. There 
was now a very distinguished Minister of 
Education who very efficiently performed 
the difticult duties which fell to his lot ; 
and there was also a Minister of Agricul- 
ture. Then there was a Lord President 
of the Council created for what purpose ! 
To read out Answers to Questions dictated 
for him either by the Minister of Educa- 
tion or by the very able permanent 
officials, and £2,000 a year was supposed 
to be not too large a salary for that duty. 
There was the Lord Privy Seal who had 
responsible duties to perform. Lord 
Ripon was the Leader of the Liberal 
Party in the House of Lords, and had to 
be present in the House of Lords every 
day ; but he did not get a single penny of 
salary. The only difference he could see 
between the position of the Lord Presi- 
dent of the Council and that of the Lord 
Privy Seal was that the latter was in- 
dependent of salary, and the former was 
not. He was very sorry for the former, 
and if that noble Lord were a working 
man he was just the man he would 
like to give a salary of £2,000 to 
for doing nothing. But that was not 
the duty of Parliament. What was 
the use of hon. Gentlemen coming to 
this House, representing the masses of 
the people of the country, and demand- 
ing money clamouring for public and 
social improvements from the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, and at the same 
time voting a salary of £2,000 a year to 
a nobleman for doing nothing except 
adding a little ornament to the Treasury 
3ench in the House of Lords ? 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid.) said that as an advocate of 
economy he had listened with interest to 
the debate. He quite agreed with the 
hon. Member for the Scotland Divi- 
sion of Liverpool that they must begin 
somewhere with economy ; but he should 
like to begin at the right place, whereas 
the hon. Member would begin at the 
wrong point. The position, as he under- 
stood it, was that Lord Crewe was a 
member of the Cabinet. Did the hon. 
Member maintain that a member of the 
Cabinet ought not to receive a salary! 
He believed that a man should be paid 
full value for the work he did. Lord 
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Crewe had occupied the position of | 


Viceroy of Ireland and other offices. 
He had been chosen by the Prime 
Minister to be one of his Cabinet, and 
did any one say that £2,000 a year was 
too large a sum to pay him for sharing 
the responsibility of carrying on the 
business of the Empire? It was said 
that Lord Ripon, who was also a member 
of the Cabinet, did not get a salary. 
Lord Ripon might be a very rich man 
and it was very good of him to serve 
his country for nothing ; but it did not 
follow that other men could do that in 
a spirit of generosity. If it was right 
that Lord Crewe should be in the Cabinet, 
it was right that he should be paid a 
salary. He took part in a division in 
this Parliament where a large majority 
of the House, including the hon, Members 
helow the gangway opposite, voted in 
favour of paying Members of Parliament 
a salary of £300 a year. He wondered 
whether his hon. friend, when the country 
was sutliciently prosperous and the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was willing to 
grant it, would refuse to accept that 
salary of £300 a year. That was the 
common sense view of the matter. 
Economy was a right and proper thing, 
hut he did not think it was fair to try 
and knock off the whole of the salary 
of a man who was eminently fitted to 
he in the Cabinet and who took his share 
of the responsibility of the government 
of the Empire. 


*Mr. GEORGE FABER (York) said 
that this was a matter which concerned 
every Member of the Committee. He 
knew something of the duties of the Lord 
President of the Council because he had 
had the honour for many years to occupy 
the position of Registrar of the Privy 
Council. In those days the Lord Presi- 
dent of the Council was head of the Edu- 
cation Department and, of course, he was 
paid a salary. But what had happened 
snee the present Government came into 
ottice | The representatives of the Edu- 
cation Department were now both in 
the House of Commons. They wanted 
to eat their cake in the House of 
Commons and for the Lord President | 
ty enjoy it in the House of Lords. 
He had not a word to say against 
the noble Lord who was the Lord 
President of the Council; there. 
was no doubt that he was a man of | 
great ability and well qualified to fill 
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any position, but that was not the point. 
The point was that the Government had 
started a new mode of retrenchment. 
They were going to begin by giving 
£2,000 a year to a member of the 
Cabinet who had no work to do, and 
they gave him a_ secretary, with a 
salary of £300 a year to help him to do 
nothing. ‘The statement that the Lord 
President would answer Questions for 
the Education Department in the 
House of Lords seemed to him to 
raise the constitutional point whether 
he could properly do so. It appeared 
to him that if the noble Lord answered 
any Questions for the Education De- 
partment he could only do so as a 
matter of courtesy and not as a matter 
of right. He thought the recent Edu- 
cation Act prescribed that the duties 
should be performed by the Minister 
who presided over the Board of Educa- 
tion and his subordinates. Therefore, 
as Lord Crewe did not come into that 
category, if he answered Questions at all 
it would only be as a matter of courtesy, 
and he was going to be given £2,000 
a year for doing that. The Prime 
Minister might have been pressed by the 
circumstances of the case, and perhaps 
was not able to pick and choose, when 
he settled his Cabinet as he did. If that 
was so, aS head of a Party professing 
retrenchment, the Prime Minister should, 
nevertheless, “face the music,” and re- 
tain Lord Crewe in the Cabinet without 
any salary at all. 


Depts. Estimates, 1906-7. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND thought 
that this was a more serious matter than 
hon. Members appeared to realise, and he 
did not think the hon. Member for Mid 
Glamorganshire had made the case of 
the Government any better by laying 
so much stress on the fact that Lord 
Crewe was a Cabinet Minister. The 
hon. Member seemed to think that being 
in the Cabinet carried a salary with it, but 
as far as he knew there was no such oftice 
known to the Constitution as a member 
of the Cabinet. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he 
did not advocate that the noble 
Lord should be paid for his work in 
the Cabinet. He had stated that 
Lord Crewe had great influence and 
great responsibility in regard to his work 
in the Cabinet. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said the 


hon. Member certainly gave the impres- 
sion that because a gentleman was a 
member of the Cabinet he should have 
a salary, and deserved one, but, as 
he had said, there was no office known 
to the Constitution as that of a member 
of the Cabinet. Some of the gentlemen 


in the Cabinet held offices which. carried | 


salaries, but others did not. The office 
held by Lord Crewe, against whom 
personally no one could say a single 
word, was not one which carried a salary 
with it. The point was that the Govern- 
ment were creating a new salaried oftice. 
They had their representatives of the 
Board of Education in this House, 
they were creating a third represen- 
tative of education in Parliament who 
was put in the House of Lords and 
received a third salary. The Govern- 
ment might very easily have bestowed 
the office of Lord President of the 
Council upon some other member of 
the Administration who was already in 
possession of a salary or somebody who 
would not require any salary at all. He 


thought, with all due respect to 
the hon. and learned Member for 
Mid. Glamorganshire, that if they 


were to begin economy at all they 
should begin with the House of Lords. 
The hon. Gentleman had said that his 
hon. friend the Member for the Scotland 
Division of Liverpool was on the right 
tack, but that he was beginning at the 
wrong end. In his judgment, however, 
they were beginning at the right end. 
Let them start their economies in the 
House of Lords, and that could be done 
by making some new arrangement in this 
matter. In the late Administration the 
Lord President of the Council without 
salary was the same person as_ the 
President of the Board of Education with 
salary, and the Government were creating 
a new office with a new salary in the 
House of Lords. 


Mr. MCKENNA: 
new; the = salary 
centuries. 


The salary is not 


has existed for 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said the 
hon. Gentleman was perfectly right in 
what he said to a certain extent, but he 
was sure the hon. Gentleman would 
agree that under the late Administration 
the two offices were combined. What 
they complained of was that the Lord 
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President of the Council who was not 
the President of the Board of Education 
was to get a salary. It might be said 
that Lord Crewe was a most capable 
person for the post. There was no doubt 
he was, and the cruel part to his mind 
in dealing with matters of retrenchment 
was that they could not act without 
seeming to attack individuals, Nobody 
wanted, so far as he knew, to say a word 
against Lord Crewe. No doubt he 
deserved his salary as much as the 
Secretary of the Treasury did, if he had 
work to do for it. It was simply a ques- 
tion of putting on the Estimates an item 
which did not appear last — year. 
People might say it was only a couple of 
thousand a year, and no doubt that was 
a small item, but if they were seriously to 
attempt to cut down these Estimates, they 
had to begin by cutting down small 
items and eventually, if they succeeded, 
the items added together would represent 
a very large sum. He did not know 
what the people of this country who 
desired curtailment would do, but 
having a few weeks ago listened to the 
wail of the hungry children going to 
school, and the ery of the aged people who 
had lost their strength and had to go to 
the workhouse, he would not be a party to 
fresh expenditure when it could be 
obviated by appointing another person. 
Moreover, he would point out that in 
regard to the House of Lords there was 
great scope for economy. 


*Mr. MORTON said he quite agreed 
that this was not a personal matter, 
with regard to the noble Lord who 
occupied the office which they were 
debating, and they did nof intend that it 
should be so. He was, however, delighted 
to have the opportunity of discussing a 
question of this kind, not on the salary 
oi some fourth class clerk, but upon that 
of a noble Lord who held office and was 
a member of an assembly which was much 
too expensive already, and that they 
could discuss it without reference to the 
merits or demerits of Lord Crewe. 
He wanted to know the hours of labour 
in this Department, and he was entitled 
to ananswer. It would not do for the 
occupants of the Front Ministerial Bench 
to think that they could ignore Members 
because they were humble and came 
from a far away constituency like 


Sutherlandshire. They must have 


anwers given to the questions asked 
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in a gentlemanly, proper, and, above | Treasury who did ten times the work. 


all, in an intelligent manner. 


He had} He wished to know what time these 


asked what salary this gentleman who | gentlemen in the Privy Council Office 


occupied the position of private secretary 
got in the other Department with which 
he was connected, but 
had been given. 





ito know the 
no answer | 
Then again they had | 


had no answer given to the question | 


why this gentleman was to have £100 
more than was paid last year. 


He was | 


afraid that some sort of favoritism was | 


He had 


being displayed by somebody. 


that his hon. friend would give it with- 


gave up to their duties, and he wished 
name of the  gentle- 
man who acted as secretary, and the 
amount of his salary in the other 
Department in which he was engaged, 
and he hoped the Financial Secretary 
would give him that information without 
obliging him to make another half-dozen 


| speeches on the subject. 
asked for this information and hoped | 


out obliging him to make two or three | 


more speeches. For his part, he did not 
want to be hard upon the Tory gentlemen 
above the gangway when he found 
them assisting in the matter of economy. 
He remembered that ten years ago 
reformers obtained assistance from them 
and got £1,000 knocked off the Estimates 
for the House of Lords in one night. 
He wished the Committee to remember 
that these gentlemen had been living a 
very wicked life for the last ten 
years, perhaps because they were ovyer- 
powered by somebody from Birmingham, 
or somewhere else. Now that they were 
free apparently from that restraint, in- 
stead of sneering at them, he wanted to 
encourage them. With a little encourage- 
ment of that sort they might, during the 
next six or seven years, at least effect 
economy in some of the items of expendi- 
ture. Let the Liberal Party take care 
that they did not within the next two 
or three years sink to the same low level 
as that of the late Tory Administration. 
He held that it was not the duty of 
a Member of this Committee to vote with 
his Party on questions of this kind and 
to say nothing. 
their duty to the country and not make 
questions of economy Party questions. 
His complaint was that the Government 
which had gone had so managed that 
these two offices should be held by one 
man, and that, therefore, the present 


Hon. Members should do | 


Government could surely have found in | 
the other House a man who would have | 


taken up the office of Lord President of 
the Council, an office in which there was 
nothing to do, without the salary. 


Some | 


hon. Members thought that all Ministers | 
ought to get a salary of £2,000 a year, but | 


his hon. friend the Paymaster opposite 
who did many times the amount of work 
that the Lord President did, got no 


sulary, nor did the junior Lord of the | 


Mr McKENNA said he was only too 
anxious to give the hon. Gentleman an 
intelligent answer, but he thought he 
would agree that it would have been 
much better if he had wanted an 
answer to these questions that he 
should have given some notice of them. 
He could not pretend to have all these 
details, the names and the salaries of all 
these gentlemen, at his fingers’ ends. 
Had the hon. Member given notice that 
he required to know the name of a 
particular secretary, and what his hours 
of labour were, and what his salary was, 
he would have been most happy to have 
furnished the information. 


*Mr. MORTON said he would repeat 
the Question on the Report stage. 


Mr. MCKENNA said that so far as the 
office of the Lord President of the 
Council was concerned, that office carried 
a salary of £2,000 a year, and whenever 
that salary had not been paid it had 
been waived by the voluntary act of the 
noble Lord who held the office. It would 
be quite open to Lord Crewe, if he held 
another oftice, to abandon the salary. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND pointed 
out that the office of Lord President of 
the Council was usually coupled with an- 
other office, carrying a salary, and that 
therefore the salary attaching to the 
office was usually saved. 


Mr. McKENNA said the hon. Gentle- 
man was quite right in many instances. 
He believed Lord Rosebery held another 
post and therefore did not take the salary, 
and also the Duke of Devonshire, but 
there were many other Lords President 
who did not hold other posts and who 
took the salary. {An Hon. MEMBER : 
Name them. | 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Name | the subject of the Government carrying 


one in the last twenty-five years. 


Mr. McKENNA said if the hon. 
Gentleman would give him two minutes 
he would supply the information. He 
did not think hon. Members opposite 
were justified in pressing this matter 
very far. The office of Lord Privy Seal 
did not carry a salary, but when that was 
the only post held by a Cabinet Minister 
a salary was attached to it. [AN Hon. 
Member: Two wrongs do not make a 
right.} He did not say it was wrong, 
and he did not think it was wrong. He 
thought a Cabinet Minister was entitled 
to a salary. He submitted with confi- 
dence to the Committee that it was a most 
reasonable thing that every Cabinet 
Minister should receive a salary of £2,000 
a year, and when they found a Cabinet 
Minister did hold the post of Lord 
President of the Council, to which a 
salary of £2,000 was attached, he did not 
think they should ask him to abandon 
the salary. He did not think a Cabinet 


‘election to effect economies. 


Minister was over-paid for the work he | 


did, 
Mr. H. H. MARKS: What work ? 


Mr. MCKENNA said that if the hon. 
Member, who had never served in a 
Cabinet, would ask any of his friends 
who had had that honour, they would 
tell him that the work done by a Cabinet 
Minister was not over-paid at £2,000 a 
year. The work of the Lord President 
of the Council was no doubt very small, 
but the post carried with it a salary of 
£2,000 a year, and the post was always 
held in conjunction with a position in 
the Cabinet. Constitutional practice did 
not permit of the payment of a Cabinet 
Minister as a Cabinet Minister. There- 
fore it was only reasonable to revive 
the salaries attached to these offices 
from which the departmental duties 
had largely disappeared, and allow the 
Cabinet Minister to draw the salary, 
because his work as a Cabinet Minister 
involved serious responsibility and a 
great amount of time in addition to 
other work, 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) said 
he did not regret this discussion in the 
slightest. The Financial Secretary of the 
Treasury had had many words of wisdom 
addressed to him by hon. Members 


opposite, and had been well lectured upon 


out the pledges they gave during the 
He hoped 
those words would sink into the heart. of 
the hon. Gentleman, and that he would 
not fail to remedy this matter and see 
that this sort of thing did not occur in 
any other Department. He reminded 
hon. Gentlemen opposite that the Govern 
ment was young in office, and appealed to 
them to allow this matter to drop and 
to give the Government another chance, 
especially as many of the Ministers were 
new to oflice— 
“ For while the lamp holds on to burn 
The greatest sinner may return.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, 5%.) 
said the reason why his hon. friends 
behind him had taken up this matter was 
not because they objected to the payment 
of the Lord President of the Council, but 
because, as a matter of fact, when the office 
of the President of the Board of Eduea- 
tion was created, it was on the distinct 
understanding that a new office of profit 
should not be created. Now that the 
new President of the Board of Education 
had been appointed, the Government had 
been under the necessity of reviving an 
old oftice for which a salary had been paid, 
but which salary had heen allowed to lapse, 
They opposed this because the Govern- 


/ ment, both in Parliament and out of it, had 
said that by the reduction of unnecessary 


items they were going to save money. 
The hon. Member for Ross and Cromarty 
had suggested the withdrawal of the 
Motion because, as he said, it was the 
first offence and the present Ad- 
ministration was a young Government. 
Surely the offence was worse when it 
was committed by a young Government 
pledged deeply to the policy of retrench- 
ment. That policy had found effect by a 
proposal to increase expenditure and 
the revival of an old office which had been 
abolished long ago. For these reasons 
they could not consent to the withdrawal 
of the Motion. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER said that in 
his first speech the Secretary to the 
Treasury gave the impression that this 
salary of £2,000 was paid partly for the 
work done as representative of the Edu- 
cation Department in the House of 
Lords, but in his last speech he gave the 
impression that it was paid for the noble 
Lord’s position as a Cabinet Minister. 








NS PS eS a ee ee ee eee” ee ae ee | 











65. Civil Services and Revenue 


This salary was attached to the office of 
Lord President. He had already ex- 
plained what were the particular duties 
performed by the present holder of that 
office. 


Mr. SUMMERBELL said he hoped 
this Motion would be pressed to a divi- 
sion. Every hon. Member who had gone 
through the recent general election would 
agree that one of the principal arguments 
used during the contest was that there 
was room for economy, and he would 
like to know where the Government 
were going to commence. So far as he 
was personally concerned he would go 
into the division lobby with any Party 
which was prepared to commence the 
work of economy in regard to the 
expenditure of the nation. 


Lorp TURNOUR asked what was 
the exact nature of the departmental 
works performed by the Lord President, 
and how many hours a day he gave 
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Mr. McKENNA said that if he had | 


given that impr:ssion he was wrong. | 
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been at his office during the time he had 
filled the appointment. 


*CoLONEL LEGGE said that he had no 
intention whatever of taking the advice 
of the hon. Member for Ross and 
Cromarty, and he proposed to carry this 
matter to a division. In his opinion 
the reply they had received from the 
Secretary of the Treasury was exceed- 
ingly unsatisfactory. It was said that 
Lord Crewe was to receive £2,000 a 
year because he was a Cabiret Minister. 
He wished to point out to the House 
that salaries were not paid because right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite were Cabinet 
Ministers but because they were heads 
of Departments. All Lord Crewe had 
to do was to give the replies to Questions 
put by noble Lords in the Upper Chamber 
upon the subject of education, and that 
duty could be equally well performed by 
a gramaphone. He should press this 
Motion for reduction to a division, and 
he hoped to receive the support of all 
Members who were in favour of economy. 


Question put. 


to that work. 


Abraham, William(Cork.N. EF.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland-Hood, RtHnSirAlex.F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barrie, H.T.(Londonderry,N.) 
Beach,Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bienold, Sir Arthur 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, jchn 

srace, William 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Burnyeat, J. D. W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Byles, William Pollard 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 
Cavendish,Rt.Hn. VictorC. W. 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R,(Marylebone,E. ) 
Clough, W. 

Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig,CharlesCurtis( Antrim,S 
Craig,CaptainJames( Down, E.) 
Dalrymple, Viscount 
Devlin,Chas. Ramsay(Galway) 


VOL. CLVI. 


He would also like to 
know how often the Lord President had 
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AYES. 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 134; 


(Division List No. 52.) 


Dixon- Hartland, SirFred Dixon 
F | Hunt, Rowland 
| Jenkins, J. 


Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 

Du Cros, Harvey 

Duncan, C.(Barrow-in- Furness 
Duncan, Robert( Lanark,Govan 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 


Hudson, Walter 


Jowett, F. W. 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid 


| Liddell, Henry 


Faber, George Denison (York) | 
| Long,Rr.Hn. Walter(Dublin.s. 
| Lowe, Sir Francis William 


Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry Willian 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Glover, Thomas 

Haddock, George R, 

Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J, 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hardie,J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Harris, Dr. Frederick R. 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hervey,F. W.F.(BurySEdm ds 
Hill, Sir Clemeat(Shrewsbury) 
Hill, Henry Staveley(Staff sh.) 
Hodge, John 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
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Long,Col. Charles W ,(Eveshan. 


Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Mac V eagh,Jeremiah(Down.s. 
MaeV eigh,Charles( Donegal, F. 
M‘Killop, W. 


| Marks, Harry Hananel (Kent) 
| Mason, James E. (Windsor) 





Meysey-Thompson,MajorE.C. 
Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Myer, Horatio 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph 

O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Grady, J. 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

Parker,Sir Gilbert(Gravesend) 
Parker, James (Halifax) 

Paul, Herbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
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Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Price,C. E.(Edinburgh,Central 
Rasch, Sir Frederic ‘Carne 
Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Richards, T. F.(Wolverhampt’n 
tichardson, A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberis,S. (Shettield, Ecclesal]) 
Rothschild,Hon. Lionel Walter 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Scott, A. H.(AshtonunderLyne 
Shackleton, David James 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, A. Acland(Christchureh 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Asquith, Rt. Hn.Herb’rt Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 

Atherley Jones, L. 

Balfour, R obert (Lanar k) 
Baring, Godfrey(Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Perey (Bedford) 
Barnard, = B. 

Beale, W. 

<<a 

Beaumont, W. Mo. B. (Hexham) 
Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, John Williams (Dew’np’rt 
Benn, W.(T’wrH’ml'ts,8. Geo. 
Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, J H.(Essex, Romford) 
Bethell, T. R.( Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Boulton, me C. F. (Ramsay ) 


Branch, James 
Brigg, Jolin 


Bright, J. A. 

Brodie, H. C. 

3rooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J.F.L.(Lanes., Leigh 
Bryce,J. A.(Inverness Burghs) 
Buckmaster, Stanley O, 

3urns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Juxton. Rt. Hn SydneyCharles 
Cairns, Thomas 

Carr-Gomim, H. W. 

Causton, RtHnRichard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cherry, R. R. 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coats.Sir T.Glen(Renfrew,W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Corbett.CH. (Sussex, E.Grins’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cory, Clitford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harold 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crossley, William J. 

Davies, David (MontgomeryCo. 
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Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowdon, P. 

Stanley, Hn.¢Arthur(Ormskirk 
Starkey, John R 

Steadman, W. C. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Summerbell, 'T. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark 
Thorne, William 

Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 
Walker,Col. W.H. (Lancashire 
Lionel 


NOES. 
Dunean, J. H. (York,Otley) 


Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major E. M. (Walsall) 


| Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 


Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 


| Erskine, David C. 


| Kearley, 


Evans, Samuel T. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, &. C. Munro 
Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Gladstone,Rt. HnHerbertJobn 
Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Grove, Archibald 

Gulland, Tohn W. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Harmsworth, Cecil B.( Wore'r) 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur E. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, ‘Norval Watson 
Henry, Charles 8. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor(Mon.,S. 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Rohert 

Hooper, A. G. 

Horniman, Emslie John 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Mlingworth, Perey H. 
Jackson, R.S. 

Johnson John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones William(Carnarvonshire 
Hudson E. 
Kineaid-Smith, Captain 


| King, Alfred John (IXnutsford) 


| Laidlaw, 


Kitson, Sir James 
tobert 


| Lamb,Edmund G.(Leominster 


Davies, W. Howell( Bristol,S.) | 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh,S.) | 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W. H.St. Pancras,N 
Duckworth, James 


Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 
Leese, Sir JosephF. (Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 
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Walsh, Stephen 

W ardle, George J. 

Watt, H. Anderson 

Wilkie, Alexander 
Williamson, G. H. (Worcester 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R. 
Wilson, W.T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wortley, Right Hn.C. B. Stuart 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Colonel Legge and Mr, 
Ramsay Mac edonald 


Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. 
Lough, Thomas 
Lupton, Arnold 
Lynch, H. B. 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 

M Callum, John M. 

MW’Crae, George 

M’Kenna, Reginald 

M’Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
M’Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M’Micking, Major G. 
Man-field, H. Rendall (Lincoln 
Marks,G. Croydon( Launceston 
Marnhbam, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W.(Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F: G. 
Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Perey Alfred 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. 8 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan,J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Napier, T. B. 

Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN(Doneast’t 
Norton,Captain Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
Pearce, Robert (Statis, Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, W. H.M.(Suttolk, Ey e} 
Philipps,J. Wynford (Pemb’ke 
Pollard, Dr. 

Price,Robert John(Norfolk.E.) 
Priestley, W. E, B( Bradford, E. ) 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

fees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 

Richards, Thomas(W.Monm'th 
Rickett, J. Compton 


David 


| Ridsdale, E. A. 
| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


Lever, W. H.(Cheshire, Wirral | 


Lobertson, Rt. Hn. EK. (Dundee) 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robertson, SirG Scott(Bradfrd 
Robinson, S. 

Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 
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Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. ( - leveland) 
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Stuart, James (Sutherland) | 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radclitfe) 
Thomas,Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan,E) | 
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Weir, James Galloway 
White, J. D.(Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. Halifax) 


granted for 


Scarisbrick, T. T. Thompson,J.W. 
Schwann, C. Dusean (Hyde) 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Torrance, A. M. 


Tillett, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


W hittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Wi!liams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williams, W. L. (Carmarthen) 


H.(SomersetE | 


Shaw,Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) | Ure, Alexander | Williamson, A(Elgin and Nairn 
Shipman, Dr. John G. Vivian, Henry | Wills, Arthur Walters 
Sileoeck, Thomas Ball Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) | Wilson,Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John Wallace, Robert | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley Walters, Joon Tudor | Wodehouse, Lord(Norfolk, Mir 
Soares, Ernest J. Walton, "Joseph (Barnsley) Woodhouse,Sir J T(Huddersf'd 
Spicer, Albert Ward, W Dudley( Southampton | | Yoxall, James Henry 


Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh. 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Ki fi 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) j 





Original question again proposed. 


*Mr. CLAUDE HAY moved a redue- 
tion of £100, to call attention to a number 
of points in the Vote. There was one 
amount for abstracting clerks. He noticed 
that there were now two abstractors. 
instead of one, and the pay of one of them 
had been increased. He wished to know 
why there were two abstractor clerks in 
the Privy Council oftice. Had the work 
increased so that two men were now re- 
quired instead of one? The right hon, 
Gentleman opposite had not been able to 
tell them exactly what the duties of the 
Lord President were, except that he 
might have to represent the Education 
Department in the House of Lords. Upon 
that point he hoped they would have a 
little more information from the Secretary 
to the Treasury, so that the Committee 
would not be asked to vote blindly for 
two clerks under a Radical Government, 
which was pledged to economy, when 
under a wickedand extravagant Tory Gov- 
ernment one clerk was considered sutticient 
to do exactly the same work. There was 
nothing to indicate that the work of the 
Privy Council had largely increased. 
Whilst upon this item he should like to 
point out that one of these salaries had 
heen increased by £5. He wished to 
know why that increase was not £6 or £4. 
Personally, he thought the abstractors 
were an ill-paid and over-worked class of 
public servant. He begged to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £7,190, be 
the said Service.”—(I/r. 
Claude Hay.) 


/in regard to it. 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T 
Wason,Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason,John Catheart (Orkney Mr. 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 


NOES— 
Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Whiteley and 
A. Pease. 


Mr. MCKENNA said the point raised 
by the hon. Member was a very simple 
matter. There were not two cierks of 
the abstractor class because there was 
more work ; the total number of clerks 
was the same as last vear. What had 
happened was that where before a 
junior clerk was employed it had been 
found necessary that the work: should 
be done by a clerk of the abstractor class. 
The junior clerk employed in 1905-6 was 
not now employed, but the work formerly 
done by him was undertaken by a clerk 
of the abstractor class. The reason why 
the salary was 25 a year more was be- 
cause it was considered to be reasonable, 
and because it was the usual rise for that 
class of work. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) said it appeared from the 
face of the account that one of the clerks 
had not got his increase. 


Mr. McKENNA said the particular 
abstract clerk referred to had received 
his full salary. He had not been ap- 
pointed for a whole year, and the fact 
that he had received a less sum than the 
others was accounted for in that way. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON said it 
was a pity that did not appear on the 
face of the Paper. He was not imputing 
blame ; he only wanted information. 


Lorp TURNOUR (Sussex, Horsham) 
called attention to an item in the Vote for 
special trains, and said it seemed to him 
that they ought to get more information 
He understood the 
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charge was for the conveyance of mem- 
bers of the Privy Council to Windsor. 
He wished to know whether it was 
necessary to have special trains. He 
knew that some great officers of State 
thought it beneath : their dignity to travel 
in anything but a special train. 


Mr. McKENNA said it was the 
immemorial practice for the expenses of 
the Privy Council to be paid when attend- 
ing at Windsor and elsewhere, with the 
exception of occasions when they went to 
Scotland. He assumed that the Treasury 
had taken the view in the past that the 
expenses were so great when they went 
to Scotland that the Privy Council should 
bear the cost themselves, but that in the 
case of shorter journeys it should be 
defrayed by the Treasury. 


Lorp TURNOUR said they should 
have their expenses paid by ordinary 
trains. It seemed to him unnecessary 
that they should travel short distances 
by special trains. He wished to know 
the number of occasions on which special 
trains were used, and whether the mem- 
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bers of the Privy Council could not have 
travelled by ordinary trains. 


Mr. McKENNA said the expenditure 
last year was undertaken by the right 
hon. Gentlemen whom the noble Lord 
was at the time supporting. No excep- 
tion was taken by the noble Lord or his 
friends to the practice in this matter of 
the late Administration. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY said the hon. 
Gentleman had not replied to his observa- 
tions. He wished now to ask categorically 
what the hon. Gentleman intended to do 
to improve the position of the abstractors. 


Mr. MCKENNA said that so far as 
he had been able to examine their work 
he had not been satisfied that they were 
underpaid. Their work was not of a 
very responsible character. For the 
class of work done they got a very fair 
allowance. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided : 


— , 88, 62; 
Noes, 293. 3.) 


(Division List No. 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Rt Hn.Sir Alex. F 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 

Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Ashley, W. W. 


Essex, R. W. 
Faber, 


Du Cros, Harvey 
Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan 


George Denison (York) 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. 
A. Pease. 





Torrance, A. M. 
Ure, Alexander 
Verney, F. W. 


Original Question again proposed. 


Lorp TURNOUR (Sussex, Horsham) | 
said that he wished to move that this | 
Vote be reduced by the sum of £60, for | 
the purpose of calling attention to the | 
item of £60, included in incidental | 
expenses for washing. 


THE CHAIRMAN said it was not 
usual to move a reduction of £60. The 
hon. Member should move a reduction of | 
£200. 


Lord TURNOUR then moved that | 


the vote be reduced by the sum of | 
£200. Were they to understand that | 


this washing, for which £60 was charged, 
only took place in certain cases? And 
what was the reason for the washing ? 
[AN Hon. Member, “ The noble Lord is 
very funny.”] Yes, to put down washing 
among incidental expenses was very 
funny indeed, and he wanted to know 
more about it. Was the washing con- 
nected with the Privy 
If so, it seemed to him to be rather a 
large sum for that object. There ought 
to be more details in regard to these in- 
cidental expenses. Then there was an 
item of £45 for newspapers for the Privy 
Council Office. That seemed to be rather 
a large sum. He did not know whether 
the members of the Privy Council belonged 
to The Times and Standard Book Clubs. 
What newspapers were taken ia [AN 
Hon. Member, “ Zhe Daily Mail.”’; He 
hoped the Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury would give the Committee 
further information on these two points. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £7,090, be 


White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| granted for the said Service.”- 
| Vurnour). 
| 


Council Office ? | 





—( Viscount 


Mr. H. H. MARKS (Kent, Thanet) 
asked whether the Financial Secretary 
of the Treasury would give the Com- 
mittee some information in regard to the 


/item on page 212, with regard to extra 


coal porters and charwomen. In the 
case of all the other charges, the number 
of people were inserted, such as_ five 
messengers, one office porter, one fire- 
man, and so on, but in the case of the 
coal porters and charwomen, no numbers 
were given, and only the total sum was 
inserted. It would, he thought, be of 
advantage if the particulars could be 
given. 


Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) 
said he wished to call attention to 
the expenditure upon special trains, 


used for the purpose of conveying 
Privy Councillors to Windsor. There 
was a very effective express train 
service from Paddington to Windsor, 
'which performed the journey in 
twenty-five minutes, and these trains 





ran every hour. He could not therefore 


'see the necessity for providing Privy 


Councilors with special trains. If the 
Privy Council was held at Balmoral, the 
ordinary express trains were also very 
good. 


Mr. HARVEY (Rochdale) wished to 
call attention to an item of £8 for postage, 
and asked whether the stamps were half- 
penny or penny stamps ? 


Mr. McKENNA said he congratu- 
lated his hon. friend u on the 


Question he had put. It was of as 
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great importance as, or at all events of 
equal importance to, those which had 
preceded it from hon. Gentlemen on the 
Opposition side of the House. If hon. 
Members who had asked questions had 
taken the trouble to write to him, 
he would have ascertained the details 
which they wished to know about. But 
he could not carry in his memory details 
as to washing or the number of towels or 
other articles washed, or the number of 
portersand charwomen employedand their 
wages, the newspapers which were taken 
in and various other particulars as to 
which he had been asked for information. 
It was absolutely impossible to give hon. 
Me nbers the information now, but upon a 
subsequent occasion he would do what he 
could to secure it for them. He thought 
the question in regard to special trains 
was a very reasonable one, and he had 
already promised to inquire. He believed 
that no special trains were run to 
Scotland. 


Lorp TURNOUR said he was pre- 
pared to withdraw his Motion for 
reduction, but he might point out that he 
did not ask for full details, but only for 
some details. He did not want particu- 
lars as to towels or anything of that 
kind. 
implied compliment which the Financial 
Secretary had paid them as to their 
criticism, and he would like to say that 
he had tried to emulate the industry 
which the hon. Gentleman himself showed 
last session, 


*COLONEL LEGGE (St. George’s, 
Hanover Square) said that in regard 
to the question of notice which 
had been raised, he might remind hon. 
Members that it was not till a quarter 
past eleven o'clock last night that they 
were told what Votes were to be taken. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) said he was much surprised at 
the remarks of the hon. and gallant 
Member for St. George’s, Hanover 
Square, because if he desired to know 
what the business of the House on 
the following day was to he he 
could always ascertain it at Question 
time. The Members of the Government 
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were present at that time to answer any 
Question as to the business of the House, 
and if the hon. and gallant Member had 
asked for information as to the Votes to be 
taken it would have been supplied. 


Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, 
Oswestry) moved the reduction of the 
vote by £150 in order to obtain some 
information from the Financial Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in regard to the in- 
creased salary of the Lord President’s 
secretary. He was sorry not to have 
been able to give him notice of this point, 
but, as had been pointed out, they 


did not know until last night what 
Votes were going to be taken. If 
the hon. Gentleman wanted to have 


some longer notice, perhaps he would 


|devise some means of letting them 
| know a little sooner when the Votes 


were coming on. They did not wish to 
embarrass the Financial Secretary in any 
| way in the discharge of his duties, but in 
| the course of debate on the salary of the 
Lord President they had heard that the 
office was not attended with any great 
amount of work, and one would have 
thought that out of a salary of £2,000 a 
year the noble Lord might have paid 
whatever was necessary for the salary of 
a private secretary. He could not see 
that any case whatever had been made 
out for the payment out of public funds 
to the secretary of the present Lord Presi- 
dent of the Council of a larger salary 
than was paid to the private secretary of 
the last Lord President. He knew that 
there were a great many hon. Gentlemen 
sitting on the Second Bench on the Minis- 
terial side of the House who, although quite 
capable to fill the post of Lord President, 
filled the posts of private secretaries to 
Ministers—a most important post—with- 
out any salary at all. He did not know 
whether it was in order to rise to the 
trade union rate of wages among private 
secretaries, which had advanced in the last 
two months, or whether it was contended 
that this particular gentleman had more 
werk to do, that this proposal was made. 
No doubt the hon. Gentleman the 
Financial Secretary of the Treasury 
would tell the Committee, but he should 
not have thought that, judging by the 











salaries of other private secretaries, 
who had a great deal more work 
to do, that £200 was a bit too 


low for the private secretary of the 








Civil Services and Revenue 


79 


{COMMONS} 





80 


Depts. Estimates, 1906-7. 


Lord President of the Council. He begged | Board of Education, who was also Lord 
to move the reduction of the vote by £150. | President, had last year two private 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That a sum, not exceeding £7,140, be | 
Service.” —(J/r. | 


granted for the said 
Bridgeman.) 


Mr. McKENNA said he did not in 


the least complain of receiving no notice | 


of questions of the kind which the hon. | 
He had only | 


Member had put to him. 


asked for details about the washing of | 
to define the duties of the private 


towels and the supply of newspapers and 


matters of that kind, the particulars of | 


which he could not be expected to 
know off-hand. In regard to the point 
which he had raised, he thought the hon. 
Gentleman was under a misunderstanding. 
The private secretary of every Cabinet 
Minister—although he believed there 
were exceptions in regard to chief private 
secretaries—received a salary of £300 a 
year. In most cases Ministers had two 
private secretaries, and £400 a year was 
divided between them. In the present 
case it concerned the salary of the private 
secretary of a Cabinet Minister who had 
only one private secretary, and therefore 
he received £300 a year. In the case of 
Cabinet Ministers at the head of Depart- 
ments, the private secretary was not the 
private secretary of his chief as a Cabinet 
Minister, but his private secretary in 
regard to the affairs of the Department 
as a whole, and he was usually taken 
from that Department. In the present 
case the Lord President of the Council 
as a member of the Council had a private 
secretary. That private secretary had, 
in fact, the usual additional salary paid to 
all other private secretaries, and he could 
see no reason why this private secretary 
should be muleted in his salary, and 
should be paid at the same rate 
which applied to any other private 
secretary. For many years past hon. 
Members now on the Opposition side of 
the House had voted for a_ private 
secretary receiving additional remunera- 
tion for any additional duties he had to 
perform. The private secretary of a 
Cabinet Minister was fully entitled to the 
additional salary of £300 which he re- 
ceived. The hon. Gentleman had called 
attention to the fact that last year the 
private secietary of the Lord President 
of the Council received only £200, but in 
that year the Lord President had another 
private secretary. The President of the 


Mr, Bridgeman. 


| secretaries for whom £400 was provided, 
and they received £200 each. ‘The 
present private secretary of the Lord. 
President would, however, receive £300 
a year as the private secretary of a 
Cabinet Minister. 


*Mr. MORTON : What does he do ! 


Mr. McKENNA did not think it 
was desirable that he should be obliged 


secretary of a Cabinet Minister. He 


might say, however, that he had to 


assist the minister in every detail of his 


'work, to get up information for him 


from Blue-books and other sources. He 
was the recipient of a great many confi- 
dential communications, and was in a 
position of trust, and if hon. Gentlemen 
would look at the great names of private 
secretaries to Prime Ministers in the 
past, he was sure he would agree that 
£300 a year was not too much to pay. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY thought 
that his hon. friend was fullv justitied 
in raising this question, and although 
no one wanted to be hard upon the 
Financial Secretary of the Treasury, 
he must point out that the explana- 
tion which the hon. Gentleman had 
now given was not the explanation which 
he gave earlier in the evening. Probably 
he was wrong in his explanation given 
in the earlier stage of the debate and 
was now right. He now seemed to say 
that the Cabinet Minister had one private 
secretary at the higher rate of salary 
instead of two secretaries at the lower 
rate, as was the case when the head of 
this Department had iwo sets of depart- 
mental duties to attend to. From un- 
familiarity with the subject, no doubt, a 
different and probably incorrect explana- 
tion was given earlier in the evening. 


Mr. McKENNA pointed out that 
Lord Crewe had only one private secre- 
tary although as a Cabinct Minister he 
was entitled to two. 


*Mr. MORTON said that the Duke of 
Devonshire, who held this office, also held 
the office of the President of the Board 
of Education, and he possibly had a 
great deal to do. He did not think his 
hon. friend had put the matter quite fairly. 
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This private secretary not only got £300 
a year but probably a large salary in 
another department. They could not 
fairly judge this question of salaries 
without further information. The real 
point in this case was that there was no 
necessity for a private secretary at all, 
because the Lord President had practically 
nothing at all to do, and therefore the 
private secretary could not have much to 
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to do, and the second was the giving of 
£300 a year to a gentleman as a secretary 
to help him to do nothing. In the old 
days the Lord President of the Council 
had a great deal to do, and he had two 
private secretaries at £400 a year. In 
those days they received £2,400 a year 
for doing a great deal of work. Now 
the Lord President and his secretary 
got £2,300 for doing nothing. 

















do either. 


*Mr. GEORGE FABER (York): said 
that this matter disclosed two anomalies. 
The first was the gift of a salary of £2,000 a 
year toa man who admittedly had nothing 
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Faber, George Denison (York) 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. 8. 

Forster, Henry William 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Gill, A. H. 

Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harris, Dr. Frederick R. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hervey, F.W.F.( Bury S.Edm’d 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hill, Henry Staveley (Sta:f’sh. ) 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Kennaway, Rt. Hon.Sir JohnH. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Liddell, Henry 
Lockwood, Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long, Col. CharlesW.(Evesham 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Marks, Harry Hananel (Kent) 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, Major E. C. 


NOES. 


Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, J. H. (Essex, Romford) 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Boland, John 

Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Brace, William 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner,J. F. L. (Lanes., Leigh) 
Bryce,J. A. (Inverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 


Burns, Rt. Hon. John 














Question put. 


The Committee Divided :—Ayes, 73; 
(Division List, No. 54.) 


Nield, Herbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlington 
Roberts,S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Rothschild, Hon. LionelWalter 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Starkey, John R. 
Summerbell, T. 

Thomson, W.Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. W. H. (Lancashire 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 
Watt, H. Anderson 

Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Younger, George 


AYEs — 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Bridgeman 
Lane-Fox. 


Burnyeat, J. D. W. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cairns, Thomas 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt.Hn. RichardKnight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cherry, R. R. 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. \W. 

Clough, W. 

Coats,SirT’.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Collins,Sir Wm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Corbett,CH(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cremer, William Randal 
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Crossley, William J 

Dalmeny, Lord 

Davies, David (Montgomery Co. 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol. S.) 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras, N. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major E. M. (Walsall) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Grove, Archibald 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B 
Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardie,J. Keir (Merthyr Tydvil 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor (Mon., S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobart, Sir Robert 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hodge, John 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hope, W. Bateman (Somerset, N 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jackson, R. S. 

Jenkins, J. 
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Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kinca‘d-Smith, Captain 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G.(Leominster) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 


MacVeigh.Charles(Donegal,E.) | 


M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Marks,G.Croydon(Launceston) 
Marnham, F, J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alfred 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. 8. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts., Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncaster 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Grady, J. 

O'Kelly, James (RoscommonN. 


O'Malley, William 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Paul, Herbert 


Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 


Pearson, W H. M. (Suffolk, Eye 
Philipps,Col. Ivor(S’thampton. 
Philipps,J.Wynford(Pembroke | 
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} Pollard, Dr. 

| Price,C. E.(EdinburghCentral) 
Price, Robert John (Norfolk,E, 
Radford, G. H. 

_ Rainy, A. Rolland 

| Raphael, Herbert H. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 

| Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

' Rendall, Athelstan 

Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 

Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’ mptn 

Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 

Robertson, Rt. Hn. E.(Dundee) 

Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 

Robertson,Sir G.Scott(Bradf'rd 

Robinson, 8. 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 

| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 

Searisbrick, T. T. L. 

Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 

Schwann,Chas. E.’(Manchester) 

Scott, A. H. (Ashton underLyn 

Sears, J. E. 

Shackleton, David James 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 

Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh.) 

Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 

Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 

Strachey, Sir Edward 

Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 

Stuart, James (Sunderland) 

Sullivan, Donal 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 

Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 

Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 

Thompson,J. W.H. (SomersetE 

Thorne, William 

Tillett, Louis John 

Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, A. M. 

Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 

Wallace, Robert 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

Ward, W. Dudley(Southampton 

Wardle, George J. 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 

Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
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| Wiles, 
Wilkie, 


Waterlow, D. 8. 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) | 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) l 
Whitehead, Rowland | 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) | 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer | 


Winfrey, R 


Original Question again proposed, 
| 
Mr. CLAUDE HAY said he wished | 
to move a reduction in regard to the item | 
of £598 for messengers in the office of the | 
Privy Council. It had become apparent 
after what had been said by the Secretary 
of the Treasury that the work of this 
Department practically did not exist, and 
that the only duty that fell upon the 
Lord President of the Council was that 
of representing the Board of Education | 
in the House of Lords when required. It 
must be clear that the duties of the Lord 
President were so insignificant that the 
office could not require this sum of money 
spent on messengers. What did the five 
messengers do during the whole of their 
official hours? In order that the hon, 
Gentlemen might afford an expianation, 
he begged to move that the estimate be 
reduced by £500. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £6,790, be 
granted for the said Service.” — (JV/r. | 
Claude Hay.) . 


/ went on, 


Mr. MCKENNA said the hon. Gentle- 
men had entirely misunderstood — the 
purport of the previous discussion. — It 
must not be assumed that because 
the Lord President had little to do 
the work of the Department was not 
going on. There were the Orders in 
Council to be dealt with, and there was 
the judicial department of the Privy 
Council. The salaries of the messengers 
were not at all in excess of the require- 
ments of the office. While it might be 
perfectly true that the titular head of 
the office had not very much to do, 
the office itself was a hard-worked office, 
and he did not wish it to go out as a 
result of this debate that the work was 
not serious and onerous. It was a 
serious and onerous work, and there were 
not any more men in the Department 
than were absolutely necessary. 


Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) said 
that while there was reason in the previous 
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Thomas 
Alexander 
Williams, J. (Glamorgan) | 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) | TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Williams, W. L. (Carmarthen) | = Mr. 
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| Woodhouse,Sir J T.(Huddersfd 
| Yoxall, James Henry 


Whiteley and Mr. J. 


| Pease. 


Wodehouse, Lord(Norfolk, Mid) ; 


|two Votes for an expression of hostile 


opinion there was no reason whatever why 
the Committee should be called upon to 
object to the salaries of these five 
messengers, the salaries of whom in no 


lease exceeded £150. Consequently he 


thought the Committee would be well 
advised to allow such moderate salaries 
to pass without criticism. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 5.) said 
that if there was an office there must be a 
door-keeper. He had had occasion to call 
at the Colonial Office that afternoon on 
business, and he would not have been able 
to find the gentleman he wanted had 


there been no messenger. He could 
understand the attack that had been 
-made upon the salary of the Lord 


| President, and even upon that of his 


but when it came to attack- 


secretary, 
who were mostly Army 


ing messengers, 


pensioners, that was a different thing 
|altogether. Hon. Gentlemen on _ the 


Opposition side were not at all artistic 
in the work of obstruction, and though 
they would no doubt improve as time 
they had shown clearly this 
afternoon that they knew nothing about 
the business. 


CECIL 
had listened to 
remarkable speeches. They had been 
told by members of the Labour Party 
that the Opposition did not understand 
their business as a Tory Party, and then 


(Marylebone, E). 
two very 


Lorp R. 
said they 


'they were told by the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone with much greater 


authority that they did not understand 
their business as obstructionists. He 
did not understand that anybody with 
whom he was associated had been guilty 
of obstruction. Hon. Members, calling 
themselves Labour Members, were get- 
ting into the habit of dictating, not only 
to the Government, but to the whole 
House, telling them what ought to be 
done, and expecting it to be done 
instantly. So fer as he was con- 
cerned, he should have been content 
to advise his hon. friend to withdraw 








87 
his Amendment, but after the speeches 


to which they had just listened he did 
not propose to offer that advice. 
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Mr. MADDISON (Burnley) did not 
believe that the discussions this afternoon 
had been at all uninstructive, because 
they had revealed the great Tory Party 
in their lowest depths. After having 
practically the expenses of the Army and 
Navy doubled in twelve years they 
were now occupying the attention of the 
Committee first by an abortive Motion 
about an item for washing, and now the 
hon. Member for Hoxton, who was a 
great social reformer, had chosen five pcor 
messengers for attack. This was Tory 
social reform ! The hon. Member first of 
all called them lazy, and said they had 
nothing to do. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I absolutely 
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panei to do, and there were five mes- 
| Sengers who were supposed to assist 
him. 
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| Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The effect of 
the reduction would be to take away the 
whole pay of the messengers. 


| 

| Mr. SLOAN said that the reduc- 
tion of £500 was moved simply to raise 
'the question. When Members asked 
| questions with regard to the Estimates, 
‘they should, at least, be treated with 
ordinary courtesy. If there was obstrne- 
tion it came from the Government side 
‘of the House. 


| Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) 
‘asked the Financial Secretary of the 
| Treasury to explain what were the 
| duties of the coal porters, and why they 
were paid only 10s. per week. 


repudiate the statement of the hon. | 


Gentleman. 


Mr. MADDISON said he was going on 
to say that the hon. Gentleman said that 
in effect. He did not wish to do injustice 
to the hon. Member, but he had pointed 
out that this was an office in which there 
was nothing to do. If so, then there 
could be nothing for mes-engers to do. 
The noble Lord had said Toryism and ob- 
struction were not the same thing. They 
were constantly hearing what Toryism 
was not, but never what it was. Perhaps 
the noble Lord would enlighten them as 
to what it was. 

Lorp R. CECIL: Economy. 

Mr. MADDISON asked what economy 
was. [An Hon. Member: Toryism. | 
If Toryism was economy, and Tories 
were really seeking after economy, why 
did they not support those who some 
time ago wanted to take a million or 
two off the Army? It was not until 
it was a matter of a few messengers 
that Toryism rose to the occasion. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.) said that 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone was 
not justified in asserting that those who 


supported the reduction of the Vote were | 


unsympathetic towards a deserving class 


of men, who were, perhaps, not too well | 


paid. They simply asked for informa- 
tion. There was a Lord President, with 


£2,000 a year, who was said to have 
Lord Lt. Cecil. 


*Mr. REES (Montgomery LVoroughs) 
said he did not know whether the hon. 
| Member for Hoxton had ever seen the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council 
sitting, but anyone whodid so could not fail 
| tobe struck by the exceedingly inexpensive 
manner in which they conducted their 
operations. ‘The complete absence of 
pomp and circumstance in that august 
tribunal was extraordinary. It performed 
functions of vast importance over a great 
part of the world in the simplest possible 
‘form and without any Imperial acces- 
| sories. 





Mr. BRIDGEMAN | said _ that 
apparently the doctrine below the 
gangway was that if salaries were 


under a certain point they must not 
object to them, but the policy of hon. 
Members on the Opposition Benches was 
to find out if there were any unnecessary 
expenses. Their economy was all-round 
economy, and they were doing their best 
to show their impartiality. The point 
was not whether the messengers were 
overpaid or underpaid. They all wanted 
' to see them paid a proper rate of wages. 
| The question was whether there were 
| too many messengers. In the office in 
_ question there were twenty-seven persons, 
including firemen, coal porters, and a 
superintending charwoman, for whom it 
was fair to assume the messengers did 
not work. Excluding those persons there 
were twenty-four officials, and five of 
(them were messengers. Besides these 
‘ 
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messengers there were extra messengers 
whose ‘numbers were not shewn in the | 
return The point was whether the 


number of messengers was not excessive. | 


Mr. SEDDON (Lancashire, Newton) | 


asked how many coal porters there were 
working at the salary of 10s. a week, 
and what number of hours they worked. 
He did not think the Party to which he 
belonged desired to receive any advice 
from Members above the gangway as to 
the particular way in which they. should 
conduet their business. While not pre- 
pared to quibble they were prepared to 
ruise questions which affected working- 
men employed by various Departments of 
the State, as well as to raise questions 
affecting high salaries. 


An HON. MEMBER asked 
were the duties of the Nautical 
Assessor and what they had to do with 
the Privy Council. 


Mr. McKENNA said the Nautical 


Assessor assisted the Judicial Tribunal | 


in Admiralty cases, and received two 
guineas a day for his services. He 
regretted that he was unable to give 
the number of coal porters. Their 
duty was to deliver coals 
hours, and at other times these men, 
who were often pensioners, were 
free to earn money at other occupations. 
They were very 
tional work. © The messengers 
needed to do work for the 
Council. 


were 
Judicial 


CoLtonEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 


ping) asked whether he was to under- 
stand that some of the coal porters were 
pensioners, and therefore were paid 
lower rate of wages. 


Mr. McKENNA: I said no such 


thing. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD said the hon. | 


Gentleman 
pensioners 
other Ways. 


stated that they were 
able to earn money in 
What he wanted to know 


was whether these men, being pensioners, | 
c ) 


were paid a lower rate of wages. 


Mr. MCKENNA said he made no such | 
assertion. What he said was that these | 
men received 10s. a week because the 
work only occupied a very little time, and 
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at stated | 


“glad to get this addi- | 
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[ Rey had leisure to do some other occu- 
pation. They were men who were very 
glad to get this additional work, but did 
not wish to be employed all their time at 
it; and, indeed, they could not be so 
employed. 


*Mr. CLAUDE HAY said he was per- 
fectly sure the messengers of the Privy 
| Council would know that he was not 

against them, and if it were in his power 

he would move an increase in their 

wages, even at the expense of the Lord 
| President. What he had been anxious 

to find out was why five messengers were 

wanted in an office when the head of the 
| office,receiving £2,000 a year,was declared 
to have no work to do. He was not in 
the least desirous of troubling the Com- 
mittee to divide, and after the discussion, 
which had been very instructive, he 
would ask the leave of the Committee to 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 

4. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£25,243, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment “during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March 1907, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Civil Service Commis- 
sion.” 


CoLoNneL LEGGE asked for an explana. 
| tion of the item for postage. 


*Mr. STUART WORTLEY said the 
Commissioners were responsible for the 
examinations as to the educational quali- 
fications of entrants into the Civil Service 
and also for the medical examinations of 
candidates. In some Departments the 
proportion of retirements from pulmonary 
-and other diseases had been rather high. 
As to the fitness of candidates for ad- 
mission to the Civil Service, all depended 
on the methods which the Commissioners 
adopted i in connection with the examina- 
| tions, It was the practice to depend in 
past times on the reports of the medical 
practitioners employed by the entrants 
| themselves. He hoped the hon. Gentle 
| man would be able to give the Committee 
| the assurance that the medical examina- 
\tions were now conducted by men 
| employed by the Commissioners. 
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*Mr. CLAUDE HAY said the Civil 


Service Commission was practically an 
independent body. That being so, when 
the Commission wanted anything the 
Treasury had little power to resist the 
demand made. Those who had had any 
experience of the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners were aware that they treated the 
public in a very arbitrary manner. It 
was difficult to get any information from 
them. If the Civil Service Commission 
made a demand on the Treasury for more 
clerks, the Treasury had practically to 
give in without being able to satisfy 
themselves that the demand was justified. 
The Estimates for the coming year were 
in excess of those for the year 1905-6, 
and he hoped the representative of the 
Treasury would be ‘able to state to the 
Committee the reason for the increase. 
There was nothing to show that the 
lower grade Civil servants, or the second 
division clerks, had received any increase 
of pay beyond what they were entitled 
30, and, therefore, there was all the more 
reason to inquire why the Estimates should 
now be given ata larger figure. He wanted 
fuller information in regard to assistant ex- 
aminers,for whom a larger amount was put 
down. ‘There was also an increase under 
the head of advertisements of examina- 
tions. He asked the Financial Secretary to 
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| 


give some information as to the methods | 
necessarily placed ina position of difficulty 


adopted by the Department in the 
selection of the newspapers in which these 
advertisements appeared. Personally he 
had heard complaints as to the unsatis- 
factory manner in which the distribution 
of advertisements was carried out by the 
Commissioners. He wished to know also 
whether the relationship between the 
Commissioners and the Treasury was 
satisfactory or whether something might 
not be done to give the ‘Treasury 





more effective control over their opera- | 


tions so as to ensure that the services of 
the Commissioners would be more advan- 
tageous to the public, and above all, that 
the expense of the Department should 
not be increased. The work of the 
Commissioners had a far reaching effect 
indirectly upon the education of the 
country in consequence of the method in 
which they framed their demands in the 
matter of examinations for the Civil 
Service. In that way they were able to 
influence a great deal of the public school 
life and the university life of the country. 
He hoped the present Financial Secretary 
would be able to declare to the Committee 
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that he proposed to carry out very defi- 
nite and drastic reforms in connection 
with the Department. 


Mr. McKENNA said the hon. Gentle- 
man had raised a very wide question. 
His own experience at the Treasury was 
far too short to enable him to express any 
strong opinion at the moment. He 
frankly admitted that the Question raised 
deserved most careful consideration, and 
he could assure the hon. Member that it 
would receive that consideration. The 
relations with the Treasury were similar 
to those of other Departments, and upon 
points of detail it was often difficult for 
the Secretary to the Treasury to reply. 
The postage item represented aconvenient 
hook-keeping arrangement with the Post 
Ottice in relation to the conveyance of 
parcels, and for correspondence the Com- 
mission had the power of franking with 
other Departments. The doctors con- 
ducting the medical examinations were 
appointed by the Commission, they were 
paid fees, and their reports were inde- 
pendent and free from suspicion. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH (Derby- 
shire, W.) said he was not sure whether 
the Civil Service Commission was inde- 


| pendent of the Treasury by Act of 


Parliament. The Financial Secretary was 


in speaking for a Department which had 
to do with a number of other Depart- 
ments. It was not always possible to 
give a complete answer in regard to 
questions raised, and he hoped the hon. 
Gentleman would always receive from the 
the House the same fair treatment which 
he himself had received during the two 
years he held the office of Financial 
Secretary of the Treasury. In regard to 
the work of the Civil Service Commission, 
he thought there were one or two small 
matters to which attention might be 
called with a view to an improvement 
in their methods. He hoped the Com- 
mittee would keep these points in view, 
but that they would not unduly press the 
Financial Secretary who had been but a 
very short time in office. He was sure 
that any representations which might be 
brought before the hon. Gentleman would 
be considered by him, and that they 
would be brought to the notice of the 
Departments for which he had to answer. 
It had been suggested that the Civil 
Service Commission should be placed 
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more under the Board of Education. 
That would involve a considerable amount 
of administrative reform, and he hoped 
that the question would not be approached 
without careful and serious consideration. 


*Mr. REES said he had been associated 
with the Civil Service Commissioners for 
about thirty years as an examinee and 
an examiner, and he had _ always 
found them an exceedingly polite and 
courteous body discharging theirfunctions 
efficiently and well. As to the medical 
examinations, so far from there being the 
danger indicated by the hon. Member 
opposite, if there was any danger at all 
it was that the doctors were too ready to 
“spin” candidates, and find them unfit 
for the public service. As the hon. 
Member for Hoxton had called the Com- 
missioners arbitrary, and had said it was 
difficult to get information out of them, 
he thought it right to get up and say so 
much, for the important and extensive 
functions performed by the Commissioners 
were indifferently appreciated by their 
critics. 


Mr. F. E.SMITH (Liverpool, Walton) 
asked whether, if a candidate were 
rejected by the medical officer, his fee 
was returned, 


Mr. McKENNA was understood to 
reply in the affirmative. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby) said there did 
not appear to be any attempt on the 
part of the Government to carry out in 
this Department their promises of re- 
trenchment and reform. If he understood 
the matter aright, the Treasury appeared 
to have practically no control over the 
expenditure of this Department. He 
was glad to hear that the Treasury 
was responsible, and he hoped that 
next year, when the Committee came 
to consider this Vote, they would be 
able to judge whether the promises of 
retrenchment and reform had the slightest 
chance of being carried out by the present 
Government. He found in the Vote no 
less a sum than £912 for temporary men 
and temporary boy messengers, compared 
with £840 last year. That meant that 
under the present 7¢/yime the system of 
temporary messengers was not only not 
to he diminished, but actually to be in- 
creased. He contended that if any 


{26 APRIL 1906} 








Depts. Estimates, 1906-7. 94 


Department was to be efficient it should 
not employ temporary assistance, but 
have a permanent staff to deal with the 
work. There was nothing worse than 
casual labour. Then he found charges 
for overtime in two divisions of the as- 
sistant clerks. Any man of practical 
experience would agree that the system 
of overtime should be done away with. 
If a proper staff was employed and a 
push of work arose on occasion, the 
staff would be willing to do it; but 
the system of paying for overtime was 
most objectionable and led to abuses. 
Then he noticed an item of £1,500 for 
copying. He presumed what was meant 
by that was that certain work which 
could not be adequately done in the 
office was sent out and paid for. [AN 
Hon. MEMBER: That was done by your 
Government.} Yes, but they had to 
look to the new Government to adopt 
more progressive measures ; and he sug- 
gested that appliances for copying, which 
had now been brought to great perfection, 
should be used, and that would lead to less 
expense. ‘Then there was the important 
item of £18,130 for assistant examiners. 
He noticed that their fees ranged from 
12s. 6d. to £3 3s. per day. Could the 
Financial Secretary of the Treasury say 
how many examiners there were, and 
what was the average fee paid to them ! 
He did not know whether the hon. 
Member for the Montgomery Boroughs 
received the three guinea fee. There 
were many other items which one 
might comment upon if there were time, 
but he thought that sufficient had been 
said to demonstrate that this Department 
would do very well with an overhaul- 
ing. He agreed that it was a most 
useful and painstaking Department, but 
he was not satisfied that it was conducted 
on the best lines, and there was ample 
room for drastic changes which would 
make it more effective. 


*\Mr. REES said he wished to state 
that he never was in the Department, 
and had no connection with it, except as 
one who had examined for it, and had been 
examined by it, and had some knowledge 
of its functions end character, which was, 
he thought, wanting in some of its 
crities. 


*Mr. J. WARD said that at the end 
of the accounts of the Department, there 
was a sum of nearly £1,000 for incidental 
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expenses, of which there was no expla- 
nation. He could not help thinking 
that if a trade union secretary brought 
up his accounts with a lump sum of £1,000 
for incidental expenses, with no explana- 
tion, he would get a very warm half 
hour at the annual meeting of the trade 
union. He wanted some details as to 
what these incidental expenses were. 





*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) com- 
plained that naval cadets now, instead 
of being examined by the Civil Service 
Commission, had to pass the Admiralty 
Board and then undergo a_ written 
examination by Oxford University. He 
thought that this fact pointed towards 
the possibility of a vast amount of favour- 
itism. The Civil Service Commission was 
above suspicion, and there should be no 
hole-and-corner business in examinations 
for the public services. But the surprising 
fact was that although the work of the 
Commission had diminished in the way 
he had indicated, and in other ways, the 
expenditure had not diminished. The 
whole system of examination for naval 
cadetships was extremely unsatisfactory, 
and yet we were spending as much upon 
this Commission as we did in the 
past. He supposed the hon. Gentleman 
had not had enough time to acquaint 
himself with these matters, but he hoped 
he would do so. If these examinations 
were going to be conducted by an Admir- 
alty board and universities, then the Civil 
Service Commission Vote would have to 
be diminished. The Civil Service Com- 
mission had done its work well, and he 
had no desire to diminish the Vote, but 
he hoped the Government would insist 
on all examinations for the public service 
being conducted by that body as in 
former years. 


*CapraIN CRAIG (Down, E.) said he 
was sorry that he differed slightly 
from his hon. friend for the West 
Derby Division of Liverpool as to the 
remarks he made about the men and 
hoy messengers, because he thought 
that in all these Departments which held 
examinations, it was absolutely neces- 
sary occasionally to employ temporary 
clerks or boy messengers at reasonable 
rates. Therefore he thought the hon. 
Member’s objection was very easily 
disposed of when applied to a Depart- 
ment such as this, which was fitful 
in its operations, and was active or 


Mr. J. Ward. 
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otherwise at different periods of the year, 
when there were or were not examina- 
tions being held. It seemed to him that 
the hon. Member’s energy might have 
been directed to a much more serious 
and important point, and that was the 
fees which were charged in connec- 
tion with the Civil Service examinations, 
The age in which we lived was one in 
which we were desirous of bringing 
into line the many classes who could 
not go to the various universities to 
be trained for particular examinations, 
But they had an estimate of extra receipts 
for fees of no less than £16,620. He 
would ask the Financial ~ecretary to the 
Treasury to take into consideration how 
those who were poor, so far as the pocket 
was concerned, were debarred by this 
means from entering the Civil Service. 
If the fees were reduced by one- 
half it would give much relief and 
satisfaction to the working classes, who, 
although they might be poor in pocket, 
were rich in brains. All they asked 
was that their sons should be given an 
opportunity, and that the Department 
might try and ascertain if they were 
suitable. Generaliy looking through the 
Estimate, although there might be an 
increase here or a decrease there, the 
whole thing turned upon this £16,620, 
and it was a question whether the 
Department would not be better served 
if there were introduced into the Civil 
Service men who would be drawn 
from the poorer class schcols, which 
were producing boys perhaps better pro- 
vided with qualifications for the work 
than boys who went to large schools or 
universities. He hoped the hon. Gentle- 
man would give them some little hope 
that the poorer classes in pocket, al- 
though they might be rich in brains, 
should have a chance of being appointed 
to the higher grades of the Civil Service. 
He and_ his hon. friends would feel 
satisfied if the hon. Gentleman would give 
them some little hope that the fees 
would be reduced in order to enable 
the poorer class of labourers’ sons 
and daughters to compete for these 
posts with offspring of the wealthier 
classes, 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, 8.) was 
sure the Committee would be very grate 
ful to the hon. Member for bringing 
before it sosympathetically the claims of 
those who were now barred from an 
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honourable career by the extraordinary 
exaction of £16,000 or £17,000 as fees 
for examinations. | A laugh.] The Finan- 
cial Secretary laughed, but he would not 
laugh if he were the father of some of those 
poor boys with a fature barred to them 
by class legislation of the very worst 
kind, 


Mr. MCKENNA: Has the hon. Mem- 
ber ever heard of a single case of the 
kind which he is now stating ! 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT replied that he did 
not see why he should be submitted to 
that kind of cross examination. It stood 
to reason that if they exacted enormous 
fees of the character summarised in the 
Estimates there would be many who had 
been unable to provide the fees. What 
struck him most forcibly in these Est- 
mates was that this Government of 
economy and retrenchment was in every 
case considerably increasing the expendi- 
ture of the country. Gibes had been 
flung at the Tory Party in the past 
as the Party of extravagance. The best 
test was to take the two columns of the 
Estimates page by page and they would 
find the amounts repeatedly augmented. 
The Civil Service Commission was not 
directly under the control of any Depart- 
ment, and he thought it was due to 
the new Members of the House that 
some short sketch should be given by 
the Financial Secretary of the work 
which really came under the control of 
the Commission. 


And, it being a quarter past Eight of 
the Clock, and there being Private 
Business set down by direction of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means under 
Standing Order No. 8, further proceeding 
was postponed without Question put. 


MIDLAND KAILWAY BILL [By ORDER.] 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill, as amended, be now con- 
sidered.” 


*Mr. MORTON said he desired to 
move the clause of which he had given 
notice.T 





| The Clause was as follows :—The Company 
shall, upon all their trains carrying first and 
third-class passengers upon which sleeping 
accommodation is provided, provide such 
accommodation for the use of third-class 
passengers. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER said that new clause 
would not be in order, but the hon. Mem- 
ber could raise such discussion as he 
desired upon the first Motion that stood 
in his name on the Paper. 


*Mr. MORTON said in that case he 
was inclined to move that the debate 
shouid be adjourned in order that he 
might have an opportunity of framing 
a clause that would be in order. He had 
no desire to destroy this Bill, and there- 
fore he would move that its consideration 
should be adjourned. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said if he might advise 
the hon. Member he would respectfully 
advise him not to take that course, be- 
cause he very much doubted whether any 
clause which the hon. Gentleman could 
frame would be in order. On the 
Second Reading he had ruled that the 
Instruction of which the hon. Member had 
given notice was not in order, and that 
being so it was impossible that the clause 
which the hon. Member desired to carry 
out that Instruction could be in order. 
Therefore, any clause which had that 
object in view would not be in order, but 
‘the hon. Member was entitled to raise a 
discussion on the point he desired to raise 
on the Motion that the Bill be considered 
this day six months. 


*Mr. MORTON said in that case he 
would take the advice of Mr. Speaker. 
He did not know whether anyone was 
present to answer for the Midland Railway 
Company, but he wished to know whether 
that Railway Company meant to do 
anything to meet the demands made 
by the third -class_ passengers for 
sleeping accommodation similar to that 
given to first-class passengers. The 
only answer he had obtained up to the 
present was that it would not pay. But 
every one knew that no first-class passen- 
ger traffic paid, and the company, there- 
fore, paid the losses on the first-class 
passenger traflic out of the profits made 
on the third-class. It was not right to 
continue to take the money of the third- 
class passengers to pay the loss made on 
the sleeping accommodation given to the 
first-class without giving the third-class 
passengers the same facilities. Although 
he did not to-night wish to go the length 
of throwing out the Bill he warned the 
Midland and other railway companies 

‘that unless they dealt fairly with all 
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classes of passengers that the time would 
come when the House would tell them 
that it was no use to come asking 
favours, unless they were prepared to 
deal fairly with all classes of passengers 
using their lines. He gladly admitted 
that the Midland was one of the most 
respectable railways in the United King- 
dom, and he did not want to damage 
their interests. Therefore he would, as 
a matter of form only, move that this 
Bill be considered this day six months. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Shettield, 
Central), in seconding the Motion, said 
that on the last occasion when this Bill 
was before the House he called attention 
toa series of matters affecting the city of 
Shettield in regard to its railway connec- 
tions. His right hon. and gallant friend 
the Member for the Epping Division of 
Essex on that occasion said, although he 
was not connected with the railway com- 
pany in any way, that he was informed 
by the Midland Railway Company that 
the matters to which he (Sir Howard 
Vincent) had referred were engaging 
the earnest attention of the company. 
But he had received only this after- 
noon a letter from the Sheftield Cham- 
ber of Commerce and Manufactures, 
in reply to a letter he had sent, stat- 
ing that they had heard nothing from 
the railway company, and there had been 
no change in the railway arrangements. 
It was a serious matter with which they 
were dealing, and concerned the comfort 
and convenience of a city of nearly 
400,000 inhabitants. The suggestions 
which they made to the railway com- 
panies were not to increase the accom- 
modation or the number of trains, 
but the people of Sheftield claimed 
that they were entitled to return tickets 
at reduced fares, and to week-end tickets 
in the same way as other towns which 
were further off. They also thought it 
would be advantageous if the return 
tickets and season tickets were made 
interchangeable and available on the 
three lines which ran into Sheffield. 
They had brought this matter before 
the Midland and other companies, but 
could get no further. They were un- 
able to get any response from these 
three great companies, because it was 
not a question for the Midland Company 
alone. The propositions which they had 


made were lof quite as much advan- 
tage to the railvay companies as they 
Mr, Morton. 


{COMMONS} 














Railway Bill. 


100 


were to the people of Sheffield. It was 
a matter of great importance to the 
commercial interests of Shettield that 
they should have these passenger facili- 
ties connected with that great city. 
Because Sheffield could not get any 
answer in accordance with the assurance 
given to his hon. and gallant friend, who 
was not in any way to blame, because, 
on the last occasion, he had only given 
the answer he was asked to give, he was 
compelled for form’s sake to second the 
Motion of the hon. Member for Suther- 
landshire. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now, and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day six months.’”—(Wr. Morton.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


CotoneEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
Epping) said he had very little to add 
to what he said on the last occasion. 
When this Bill was before the House on 
the 20th of March last, the hon. Member 
for Sutherlandshire brougat forward 
practically the same Motion as he had 
brought to-night, and the hon. Member 
for Central Sheffield made practically 
the same speech. He himself gave the 
answer he was instructed to give, and he 
confessed that he was disappointed that 
his hon. friend should have been able to 
reproach him to-night with his not having 
received an answer from the company. 
He hoped his hon. friend, after this 
debate, would receive an authentic 
answer from the company. He was 
very far from saying that the question 
raised by the hon. Member for Suther- 
landshire was not an important one, but 
he maintained that a General Powers Bill 
of this sort was not the occasion on which 
to raise it. If the railway company could 
see their way to do anything without loss 
of income, they would so so. But this 
was a question of internal management, 
and unless the House was prepared to 
take away all the management of their 
affairs from the Company it was rather 
unfair to try and postpone a Bill of this 
kind by introducing a question whieh 
had nothing to do with it. 


*Mr. MORTON asked what occasion, 
if not this, should be taken for bringing 
this matter forward, 
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not his business to give advice 
Members as to the proper occasion on 
which to raise questions. He merely said 
that this was not the proper occasion. 
After having been defeated on this 
question on previous occasions, was it 
fair to the railway company to raise it 
again ? 


*THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to THE BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. KEARLEY, Devonport) agreed that as 
a decision had been arrived at, the mat- 
ter ought not to have been again raised, 
but he thought it his duty to say that 
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to hon. | right hon. and gallant Gentleman to con- 


sent to make representations to the rail- 
way companies, and he should look rer 
results. He had said that they could not 
interfere with the internal arrangements 
of the railway companies. He (Mr. Weir) 
should like to know why. This was a 


| general powers Bill and was a most oppor- 


| tune time. 


A dozen years ago he raised 
the question of a purer atmosphere in the 
underground railways of London, and he 
had the satisfaction to-day of knowing that 
there was a better atmosphere in the 
tunnels. They ought to use every occa- 


| sion in this House to get railway reforms. 


the opinions he had been able to collect | 


showed that there was a growing feeling 
in the House that something should be 
done to afford facilities in the direction 
named. 
had been one of the most enterprising of 


The Midland Railway Company | 


the railway companies in affording facil- | 


ities for third class traffic, but he thought 
if the right hon. and gallant Member 
for the Epping Division would convey to 
this company and other railway com- 
panies with which he had opportunities 
of contact the growing feeling in the 
House, it might serve a useful purpose. 


COLONEL LOCKWOOD said perhaps he 


there were hon. Members who knew that 


he had already taken up this question | 


with the railway companies, 


*Mr. KEARLEY said the Board 
Trade had also taken the matter up, but 
probably an expression of opinion from the 


of | 


right hon, and gallant Member, such as he | 


had indicated, might tend to secure pro- 
gress in the direction required. tle was 
sure the Board of Trade would assist in 
every way they could. Of course he 
could not arbitrarily dictate to the 
railway companies what they should do. 
He hoped the hon. Member would not 
press this matter to a division, but 
would allow the Bill to proceed, and rely 
upon the right hon. and gallant Member 
to represent to the railway companies 
the feeling that was growing in the 
House in favour of such accommodation. 
CoLoneL LOCKWOOD: Certainly. 
*Mr. KEARLEY: And we at the 
Board of Trade will do“our best also. 





ee ls est CP a |supported the Motion. 
might be allowed to interrupt to say that | tine he wished to associate himself with 


It was not fair that a week-end or 
return ticket could not be used at any 
station on the return journey if the 
holder did not wish to go back the whole 
way. He asked the Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Board of Trade to bring 
the matter to the notice of the railway 
companies, Surely an enterprising rail- 
way company like the Midland Railway 
Company could devise some means of 
accommodating the large and important 
hody of commercial men by providing 
third class sleeping accommodation. 


Mr. BARRIE N.) 


same 


(Londonderry, 
At the 


everything that had been said as to the 
indebtedness of the British public to the 
Midland Railway Company. He thought 
third class passengers owed every ad- 
vantage they had received in recent years 
to the pioneering of the Midland Com- 
pany. Therefore, if he was apparently 
supporting a vote of censure on 
the company, it was because that 
was the only method open to impress 
upon railway companies the desire for 
improvements in the direction referred 
to. The commercial travellers on this 
great system had long suffered a great 
privation which they should no longer 
suffer. Reference bad been made to 
the fact that progress in this direction 
was comparatively easy, and he would 
point out that the railway company with 
which they were specially dealing had 
quite recently taken a step forward, 
which he thought would convince them 
of the desirability of granting this 
further concession. He referred to the 
sleeping accommodation for a nominal 
fee on the Midland Railway Company’s 
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steamers to Belfast. The opening of this 
service had brought about a remarkable 
improvement in the services of the 
other companies, and more especially in 
the service managed and controlled by 
the Board which the right hon. Member 
or the Epping Division of Essex re- 
presented in this House. They had 
long been under the dominion of the 
London and North Western Railway 
Companies, and they had never received 
a concession from that company which 
had not been dragged out of them by 
competition. He thought the public had 
aright to demand still more concessions 
from the London and North Western 
Railway Company. 


*\In. SPEAKER : Order! order! We 


are now discussing the affairs of the | 


Midland Railway Company. 


Mr. BARRIE said that the railway | 


companies acted together in these 
matters, and it was only in that con- 
nection he was referring to the London 
and North Western Railway. When- 
ever the Midland Railway Company had 
full powers they granted these week-end 
concessions without any great pressure of 
public opinion being brought to bear 
upon them, Apparently the — hon. 
Member opposite was not aware how 
much they were indebted to the Scotch 
railway companies in regard to these 
reforms. The position was, as regarded 


Edinburgh and Glasgow, that if they | 


wanted to get down on Friday evenings 
to the great cities, first class passengers 
were offered special privileges while third 
class passengers received nosuch privileges. 
This was a monstrous injustice to the 
third class passenger, who contributed 
88 per cent. of the returns of the 
company. 


other side of the Atlantic, he could 
assure the House that in America no 
railway company ever thought — of 
charging more than &s. for a comfortable 
sleeping berth upona third class fare. It 
had been found profitable in America, 
and he urged this reform upon the 
railway companies of Great Britain, 


heing fully persuaded that it would be 
in the best interests of the shareholders. 
At present there was no concession on 
Friday, Saturday, or Sunday to the poor 
unfortunate commercial traveller, who was 
charged full fare. 


Mr. Barrie. 


Unless there happened 


{COMMONS} 


Speaking with a considerable | 
knowledge of railway matters on the | 
| had 
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to be a strong competition by water 
service no concession was made to third 
class passengers. He hoped the result of 
a free expression of opinion on this 
question would be that the railway 
companies would reconsider this matter, 
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Mr. EVERETT (Suffolk, Woodbridge) 
said he had been communicated with 
by commercial travellers in the East 
of England, who stated how great a 
boon it would be if this third class 
sleeping accommodation was provided. 
He hoped this proposal would bring about 
the reform which these commercial 
travellers so very earnestly desired. 





Mr. R. J. PRICE said he had made it 
his business to inquire of the different 
railway companies as to the feasibility 
of carrying out this proposal, and the 
| officials informed him that they had recone 
mended this policy for the last thirty 
years. They had been asked why they 
were raising this point now. His reply 
was that this was the only way in which 
they could raise it. Railway companies 
had been granted a monopoly, and there- 
fore Parliament had a rignt to some con- 
| trol in regard to the way in which they 
carried on their business. It was essential 


'that nowadays they should give every 


'their business as quickly, easily and 
i cheaply as possible. He was glad that 
| the Parliamentary Secretary to the Board 
of Trade had expressed an opinion in 
favour of this proposal. 


*Mr. MORTON said that after the 
sympathetic way in which the represen- 
tative of the Board of Trade had spoken 
upon this question, and the promise oi 
the right hon. and gallant Gentleman, 





state 
whatever 


wished _ to 
no attack 

|any particular railway 
happened that the Midland Railway 
Company was the first that came to 
| hand, and he expected his right hon. 
and gallant friend opposite to do some: 
thing in this matter. He wished to 
intimate that he should have another shot 
upon this subject when the Great 
Northern Railway Bill came forward, and 
that the matter would not be allowed to 


drop. 


He 


made 


ment. 





Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 











facility to commercial men to carry on | 





he was willing to withdraw his Amend- | 
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Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill, as amended, considered; to be 
read the third time. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee, 


(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) in 
the Chair. | 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 


“That a sum, not exceeding £25,243, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the charge which 
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fore the hon. Member would see that 
in dealing with such a great mass it was 


|impossible to give a detailed account of 


| 


| attention 


;sum of £18,130. 


what the isolated expenditure was going 
to be in regard to these small items. 

Mr. WARDLE (Stockport) drew 
to the item for assistant 
examiners amounting to the enormous 
It appeared to him 


| that these assistant Commissioners were 


| centres. 


will come in course of payment during | 


the year ending on the 31st day of March, | 
1907, for the salaries and expenses of the | 


Civil Service Commission.” 


put down as “ other incidential expenses,” 
which he did not think had been sutti- 
ciently considered. For the years 1904-6 


paid in addition to what they received 


from other appointments up and down 
the country. When they were paying 
so large a sum for assistant examiners, 
that sum would provide permanent 
otticials to do this work—men employed 
solely in the work and put in various 
Probably a considerable saving 


| might be achieved in that way. 


Mr. McKENNA said the suggestion 
made appeared reasonable on the face 


= of it, but he thought the hon. Member 
Mr. ASHLEY said there was one item | 


| examinations 


this item amounted to £820, but this year | 


it was £920, or an increase of £100. 


He | 


thought they should have some explana- | 


tion of the sums which appeared under 
that heading. 
like what happened in foreign countries 


when they were asked to vote sums for | 


the Secret Service without knowing who 


It seemed to him to be | 


| 


|; number of outside examiners. 


received the money or for what service | 


it was required, 


He hoped the Secretary | 


of the Treasury would give them some | 


intimation, and in order to get an explana- 
tion he begged formally to 
reduction of the Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £25,143, be 
granted for the said Service.” — (Mr. 
Ashley.) 


Mr. MCKENNA said it was quite 
reasonable that the hon. Member opposite 
should ask this question. When they 
had a vast number of small expenses 
of this kind it was impossible to give 
a detailed account of them. He could, if 
necessary, give a detailed account of last 
years items, but he could not give the 
items for this year. These examinations 
were held locally, and he should think the 


would agree with him, seeing that the 
took place at different 
places and at different periods of the 
year, that it would be impossible to have 
a permanent staff. The examinations 
covered a vast number of subjects. They 
included every sort of examination from 
that which the Post Office sorter was 
required to pass up to the examinations 
for the Indian Civil Service. Conse- 
quently they had to draw on a large 
A per- 
manent staff eculd not be employed the 
whole year, and it was believed that it 
was cheaper for the State to employ 


| examiners from time to time to undertake 


move a} 


the work of the particular examinations. 
The question of examination fees had 
been raised earlier in another quarter. 
He regretted that the hon. Member who 
raised the question was not in his place, 
for he wished to show that he was under 
a misapprehension on this matter. The 
examination fees varied from ls. to £6, 


| the latter fee being chargod for entrance 


number of persons examined would total | 


10,000 in the course of the year. There- 


to the Indian Civil Service examination. 
There had been no occasion found to 
change the scale of fees in the last 
seventeen vears. It would be inadvisable 
to reduce the remuneration of the sub- 
examiners, as it was necessary that the 
services of the most competent men should 
be retained. 


*Mr. MORTON said it was estimated 
this year that the receipts from fees 
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would be £4,000 less than last year. In 
regard to the item of £750 for the salary 
of the assistant secretary, it was said that 
this salary would be reconsidered when 
a vacaney occurred. Was the salary to 
be increased or reduced? He wished 
also to know what were the hours of 
labour in this particular office. If the 
hon. Gentleman did not know, would he 
kindly take this as notice that the Ques- 
tion would be repeated on the Report 
stage ! 


Mr. MeKENNA said it was impossible 
to give any exact Answer as to the 
number of candidates who would come 
forward for admission to the various 
departments of the Civil Service. The 
Commissioners believed that there would 
not be as many applicants for examina- 
tion this year as in past vears, and that 
was why they had estimated that the 
receipts from fees would be less. 


*Mr. MORTON asked whether there 
was anything to account for the falling 
off in the number of applicants. 


Mr. MCKENNA said the number of 
vacancies in the various departments 
varied from year to year. As to the 
salary which was to be reconsidered when 
a vaecaney occurred, he should like to say 
that whenever they reconsidered a salary 
they endeavoured to reduce it. He would 
endeayour to ascertain what the oftice 
hours were, but he warned the hon. 
Member in advance that he might have 
considerable difficulty in finding out, 


*Mr. MORTON said there could 
surely be no difficulty in the master 
going into the office and insisting on 
seeing the attendance books. The 
Answer given by the hon, Gentleman was 
not quite good enough. It was not 
what he was sent here from Sutherland- 
shire to accept. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley) asked whether the examinations 
for the Civil Service in Egypt came under 
the Civil Service Commissioners. 


Sm A. ACLAND-HOOD (Somerset- 
shire, Wellington) said the Committee 
had just been informed that the fees for 
candidates were sometimes as high as 
£6. He wished to know whether it 
would not be possible to make a re- 


Mr. Morton. 
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| duction in favour of the sons of officers 
who had lost their lives in the Indian 
Civil Service or in the Army. They 
all knew that the payment of £2 or £3 
in such cases was a very serious matter. 


Mr. McKENNA said he was under the 
impression that the Egyptian examina- 
tions did not come under the Civil 
Service Commissioners. He did not 
think the fees for the Indian Civil 
Service examinations were excessive, 
It was a question whether the cost of the 
examinations should be borne by the 
country generally or by those who were 
to get the benefit of them. He was 
hound to say that he did not see any 
reason for altering the scale at this 
moment, 





Mr. WARDLE asked whether it was 
not possible to reduce the fees of 
the assistant examiners, seeing that it 
was estimated that the fees from 
candidates would be Surely it 
could not cost so much for the examina- 
tions this year as last, if there were to 
he fewer condidates. 


less. 


Mr. McKENNA said the fees for 
assistant examiners varied according to 
the nature of the work they did. These 
men had to be skilled examiners, and if 
their fees were reduced, probably they 


would not obtain such competent men. 


He did not think it would be wise to 
alter the seale of fees. 


(Juestion put, and negatived. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 
5, £39,699, to complete the sum for 
Exchequer and Audit Department. 


6. £5,589, to complete the sum for 
Friendly Societies Registry. 


Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD said he noticed 

that there was a slight reduction in the sum 
for the employment of assistance and a 
new sum for the salary of an assistant 
registrar. He knew that the work of 
this Department was increasing year by 
vear, and that with the present. staff, it 
was almost impossible to cope with that 
increase. He presumed that the reduc- 
tion in the cost of the clerical staff of the 
office was made up for by the appoint- 
ment of the new assistant registrar. 














fy 
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Mr. MCKENNA said that the allow- | 
ance for the clerical staff was lower on | 
account of the appointment of the new | 
assistant registrar. 
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do the work for that wage, and they were 
often compelled to accept such a wage 
without complaining. But it was not fair 
for a Government Department to ask 


| them to accept such a low wage. 


Vote agreed to. 


7. £65, to complete the sum for the 
Mint, including the Coinage. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) said he wished for more 
information under Sub-head K as to the 
withdrawal of silver coinage from circula- | 
tion. Last year the amount of silver 
withdrawn from circulation was 
£40,000, and this year it was to be 
£60,000, or an increase of 50 per cent. 
The Committee were entitled to have 
some explanation of sucha large increase. 


Mr. MCKENNA said that the only 
answer he could give was that old and 
worn silver coinage had to be withdrawn 
from year to year, and that the Depart- 
ment had to be guided by their skilled 
officers as to the amount of coinage 
withdrawn from cireulation. 


Vote agreed to, 


8. £7,348, to complete the sum for 
National Debt Office. 


9. £14,430, to complete the sum for 
Public Record Oftice. 


Mr. ASHLEY said he wished to eall 
attention to the salaries paid to the char- 
women employed in the Public Record 
Ottice. This was really a very serious 
matter, for these charwomen only got 
10s. per week, whereas the charwomen 
employed at all the other offices received 
13s. and 14s. per week. 


Mr. MCKENNA said that these women 
were not employed the whole day, and 
the view of the Department was that 10s. 
Was a fair wage for the work they had to 
do. A certain amount of freedom must 
be allowed in this regard to the heads 
of Departments, and he had never heard 
that the women had made any com- 
plaints. 


*Mr. J. WARD said he thought 2s. a 
day and 1s. for a half day a very low 
wage indeed. It might be true that they 
could get plenty of women in London to 


ito this 


Mr. SLOAN hoped that the hon. 
Gentleman would pay special attention 
matter, and try if possible 
to increase the salary of these women. 
It was not right to say that because 
no direct complaint had been made 
there was no feeling about the matter. 


Mr. MCKENNA said that the char- 
women were paid for only a part of the 
day's work, and they went from one 
place to another the whole day long, so 
that in the main they earned a very fair 
living indeed. There was no evidence 
whatever that these women were sweated 
or underpaid. 


Mr. SLOAN wished to know whether 
the Financial Secretary would make 
inquiries and find out exactly what the 
wages of the charwomen were, and if he 
found them inadequate, would he make 
proper arrangements. 


Mr. MCKENNA: Certainly. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT said he had felt 
it his duty to point out the extravagance 
of the Government in many directions, 
hut in regard to this item of expenditure 
he did not think they had been ex- 
travagant. The hon. Gentleman pointed 
out that charwomen who had ten shillings 
a week made no complaint and seemed 
to think that that was a satisfactory 
answer to the allegation that a small 
wage was paid. At the same time it 
must be admitted that ten shillings a 
week was a miserable wage to offer to 
any poor woman, and he was stirred that 
evening as he had not been stirred in the 
past, as his attention had not been called 
to this case. Passing from that item for 
the moment, he wanted to point out a 
most remarkable and significant pro- 
nouncement which appeared at the foot 
of the Paper dealing with this Vote. 
Speaking of messengers and porters the 
note said— 

“These men belong to the new class of the 
pensioner messengers and vacancies are filled 
from that class.” 

Did that note mean that this new class 
of pensioner messengers were paid less 
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than the market value of their services | 
because they were pensioners ? He wanted 
the Financial Secretary to answer “ yes” 
or “no” to this question. If that was 
not the meaning of the note, he did not 
know what its meaning was. This was 
a very important point, to which he 
should have thought the Labour Mem- 
bers below the gangway, who had been 
criticising the expenditure of the Depart- 
ment, would have called attention. It 
seemed to him a very serious matter 
indeed that men, because they were 
pensioners, should be put into a special 
new Class of messengers with less salary 
than their services would command upon 
the market. . 


*Mr. ASHLEY wished to know if 
the Financial Secretary could see his 
way next year, if the Government was 
in office, to put down in the schedule 
that the charwomen were paid 10s. for 
part of a week’s work. If that were 
done a great deal of time would be saved. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
he found, upon looking at the details of the 
Vote, that £3,750 was spent upon investi- 
gations of documents and so on at Rome, 
Venice, and Simancas. Perhaps the hon. 
Gentleman would tell them whether this 
work Was approaching completion and 
for how many more years this £3,750 was 
to be spent. He knew where Rome was 
very well and also where Venice was, 
but perhaps the hon. Member would tell 
them where this other place, Simancas, 
was. He had no doubt that there were 
most important matters to be investigated 
at Simancas which warranted this country 
in paying £120 a year, but it would 
be desirable to know whether it was in | 
Europe, Asia, Africa, or America, and 
whether, in the opinion of the hon. Gentle- 
man, it was desirable to spend this sum 
of money. 


Mr. MCKENNA said that Simancas was 
in Spain. The investigations as to 
calendars and historical documents were 
now being brought to an end, and he did 
not think they could last very much 
longer. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT said the hon. 


Gentleman had not answered as to the 
special class of pensioners, 


Mr. T. L, Corbett. 





{COMMONS} 
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Mr. McKENNA said the answer was 
as brief as the hon. Member could desire. 
It was “ No.” 


*CoLONEL LEGGE thought they ought 
to have some more information about 
this place in Spain. Spain was a very 
large country, and he really thought the 
Minister in charge of the Vote should 
be able to inform them where the place 
was more exactly. They were spending 
£120 a year for the investigation of 
documents and archives at Simancas and 
they wanted to know where the place 
was; what the investigations consisted 
of; who was investigating and who 
was translating the Report of — the 
investigators. Ministers on the Treasury 
Bench were expected to come down armed 
with all sorts of remarkable knowledge. 


Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.) rose to a 
point of order, and asked if the Deputy- 
Chairman had not power to stop this vain 
repetition, 


*COLONEL LEGGE said he was only 
informing new Members who did not 
know the ways of the House that 
Ministers in charge of Estimates came 
down armed with a marvellous amount of 
information which they were ready to 
give to any Member who wished to know 
anything, 


THe DEPUTY -CHAIRMAN (Mr. 
CAiDWELL, Lanarkshire, Mid.): I must 


ask the hon. Member to come a_ little 
closer to the subject. He is making 
general observations which have no 


reference to the Vote, 


*COLONEL LEGGE said he desired to 
have further information about Simancas 


_and the investigations of the documents 


and archives there. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said a good deal of the discussion which 
was going on was being carried on by his 
hon. friends above the gangway, many of 
whom were new tothe proceedings of this 
House. He would point out to them 
that if they thought they were injur- 
ing or embarrassing the Government 
hy raising these utterly trivial points, 
they were making a great mistake, be- 
cause under the Supply rule all that the 
Government had got to do was to provide 
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a certain number of days for Supply— 
twenty or twenty-three—and it made 
absolutely no difference to the Govern- 
ment whether the whole of the twenty 
or twenty-three days were occupied in the 
discussions upon one Vote or whether it 
was spread outoveranumber, Therefore 
he would respectfully suggest to the new 
Members above the gangway, who were 
raising these points which—he did not 
put it disrespectfully —by comparison 
were small points, that they were not 
hurting the Government, but destroying 
their own chance of raising serious 
discussions upon serious points upon 
other estimates. He would suggest 
that instead of occupying the House for 
« considerable time in discussing questions 
such as they had been listening to for 


some little time, it would be better if | 


hon. Members would concentrate their 
criticisms upon the many important points 
which required serious consideration and 
examination. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) 
suid that hon, Members were very much 
indebted to the last speaker for the 
advice he had given them and which he 


was going to take. He would eall attention | 


to what he considered was a matter of 
vreat- importance. He referred to the 
item dealing with calendars and historic 
locuments and the preparation of indices, 


tor which a sum of £500 was put down. | 
He should like the Financial Secretary to | 
xplain to the House how any Govern. | 


ment, Whether it was an extravagant 
Government, such as the last Government 


was supposed to be, or an economical | 
(rovernment such as this was supposed to | 
j . 4 | 
be, could possibly spend £500 on the | 


preparation of indices of documents in the 
archives of Venice, Simancas and Lome. 


With regard to the amount of £500 for | 
indexing he would be glad to know from | 


the hon. Gentleman where these indices 
were to be found; what hon. Members 
were supposed to learn from them, and 
whether they applied only to the three 
items which appeared above them in the 
‘stimate or whether they applied to the 
four or five below as well. 


Mr. THORNTON (Clapham) asked 


whether the researches into the docu- 


mentary evidence which were conducted | 


by Mr. Froude at Simancas were being 
‘ontinued, and, secondly, whether any 
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one had followed Mr. Brown, the great 
investigator, in his work at Venice. 
These, it should be remembered, were 
matters of great historic research and an 
answer ought to be given to these ques- 
tions by some one on the Treasury 
Bench, in order that the Committee might 
know whether the money it voted was 
being properly spent. 


Mr. McKENNA said the work at 
Venice was being continued by a very 
proper person. It had been conducted by 
Mr. Rawdon Brown, and was now being 
conducted by Mr. Horatio Brown. Mr. 
Froude was at Simaneas. As to the indices, 
with regard to which a question had been 
asked by the hon. Member for South 
| Antrim, they were indices to each volume 





| and were a general indication of what 
each volume contained. 


Vote agreed to. 


10. £1,000 to complete the sum for 
Public Works Loan Commission. 


*Mr. MORTON asked whether this was 
not a Department which could be abolished 
altogether, and the little work they did 
transferred to the Local Government 
Board or some other Department. The 
| Department cost altogether very nearly 
£18,000 a year, but he did not know 
that it was of much use now-a-days be- 
cause loans were obtained by local authori- 
‘ties and others without the assistance of 
the Department. Those who had pledged 
themselves to reduce the bloated expendi- 
ture of the country had to remember that 
the only way in which that could be done 
was to show that there was a great deal 
of unnecessary expenditure which should 
not he allowed. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
this was one of those Votes which ought 
not to be passed without some criticism. 
They were asked to vote a sum of £11,700 
for this particular Department, and they 
were entitled,therefore,to give their views 
upon the way it was conducted and as to 
whether it could not be conducted more 
economically. £7,860 had to be paid for 
salaries, in addition to which there were 
| salaries for legal assistance amounting to 
| £2,891. There was a solicitor at a salary 
| of £1,200 with annual increments of £50, 
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with a chief clerk at £400, and other 
allowances amounting to £1,000 had 
to be paid to the solicitor for salaries 
of clerks. In his opinion there was 
quite enough legal assistance in other 
Departments, some of which might be 
made available for any possible purposes 
for which the Public Works Loans 
Department might require it, and thus 
render unnecessary the maintenance of 
this expensive solicitors’ Department. 
He agreed with the hon. Member for 


Sutherlandshire that this was one of 
those Departments the working of 


which should be closely inquired into 
to see whether a considerable economy 
could not be made. There was not 
sufficient work going on in the Depart- 
ment to warrant such an expenditure as 
was proposed under this Vote, and it 
appeared to him to be a reasonable thing 
to suggest that this was one of those 
smaller branches of administration which 
might with advantage be combined with 
another Department. 


Mr. J. WARD called attention to the 
fact that the solicitor started at a salary 


‘COMMONS} 





of £1,200 and rose to £1,500, and his 
chief clerk commenced at a salary of | 
£400 and rose to £700, his present salary | 
being £506 per annum. Though these 
exorbitant salaries were being paid there 
was an allowance of £1,000 to the 
solicitor for clerical assistance, he 
supposed as a sort of Christmas-box, or 
something of the kind. It was an 
astonishing way of conducting business. 
If clerical assistance were required it was 
hetter that it should be paid for directly 
by the Department itself. 


CapTaln CRAIG asked how it was that | 
the salary of the chief clerk this year was 
£506. 


Mr. McKENNA said it was_ be- 
cause the appointment was not made 


at the begining of a year. The 
solicitor was appointed in 1900 by 
the late Government and had = done 


his work very well. He did not suppose 
it was suggested by the hon. Member 
for the West Derby Division of Liverpool 
that he should be deprived of his office. 





Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD ; Oh, 


no. i 
Mr, Wilham Rutherford, 
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Mr. McKENNA : Did the hon. Gentle- 
man suggest that his salary should he 
abolished ? m5 
mids.) 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): No; 
he wants you to suggest more, as he was 
appointed by the Tories. 


Mr. McKENNA said the official in 
question was appointed by the late 
Government, which the hon. Member 
for the West Derby Division of Liverpool! 
supported, and if he desired his discharge 
he should be glad if he would make a 
statement to that effect. With regard 
to the allowance of £1,000 for clerical 
assistance, he might state that it was 
only an estimated allowance which would 
he audited in the ordinary course by the 
Auditor and Comptroller-General, and, 
if in excess, the sum that remained 
would be returned to the Treasury. It 
depended on the amount of work to be 
done. In the course of last year 
£3,000,000 was issued by the Public 
Works Loans Commissioners, who were 
the sole judges of the security of the 
loans. They were not paid themselves, 
and the staff which they engaged was 
not at all in excess of the requirements. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD ex- 
plained that his point was that the money 
issued by the Commissioners was_ bor- 
rowed by local authorities, and there was 
very little difficulty in ascertaining 
whether the authorities were entitled to 
borrow it. He should not think there 
was any legal point in reference to the 
work of the Department that one of the 
junior solicitors to the Treasury could 
not dispose of in a few minutes. 


Mr. McKENNA: Does the hon. 
Gentleman suggest that the solicitor 


appointed by the late Government should 
now be discharged ! 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
they were not discussing the conduct of 
the late Government. Had he been a 
Member of the House in 1900 he pro 
bably would have protested strongly 
against this expenditure. They were now 
dealing with the matter as they found 
it in 1906. He failed to see that there 
was anything in connection with the legal 
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department of the Public Works’ Loans 
Commissioners which necessitated big fees 
for a solicitor, £600 in rates for the office, 
messengers, office boys, and all the rest 
of the paraphernalia included in this Vote. 
This was a matter which, if the Financial 
Secretary of the Treasury would concen- 
irate his great ability upon it, he would 
find would give him an opportunity for 
effecting a little economy. There was 
no economy whatever in these Votes. 
Where was the retrenchment and reform 
which had been so much talked about at 
the last election ? When he ventured to 
suggest that this was a matter which 
should be looked into in order that money 
might be saved, he was asked by the hon. 
Member whether he desired the Govern- 
ment to discharge some official that the 
Tory Government had appointed. It 
was the duty of the Financial Secretary 
of the Treasury to consider whether he 
could not make the service efticient, and 
at the same time save money, instead of 
handving words across the floor of the 
House. It would be better form on the 
part of the Government if, instead of 
scofing when a reform was suggested, 
they would promise to bring their ability 
to bear upon the question of economy. 


*Mr. J. WARD said the principle of 
granting this £1,000 for clerical assistance 
to the solicitor was a vicious one from be- 
ginning to end, and he strongly objected 
to the principle of subletting the employ- 
ment in any department. If it was 
necessary to spend £1,000 in this way, 
he thought that those clerks who were 
employed should be in the direct employ- 
ment of the Department. 


*Mr. MORTON said he understood 
that this solicitor was only appointed last 
year, 


Mr. McKENNA: In 1901, 


*Mr. MORTON said he agreed with 
his hon. friend that these clerks ought 
to be employed by the Government. 
(Cries of * Divide, divide.”] He could 


assure his young friends from the 
country that they were only delaying 
things by making such a noise. This 


Was a very important matter. The real 
function of this office had gone, and they 
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might easily transfer to some other depart- 
ment what little business was left, and 
thus make a considerable saving. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH said that 
as the question of municipal trading was 
occupying public attention, he should 
like to know whether any change had 
heen made, or was contemplated, in the 
rate of interest on loans advanced to 
local authoriiies. 


Mr. MCKENNA said that that matter 
was under the control of the Treasury, and 
it had been ruled that Treasury matters 
could not be discussed on this Vote. 
With regard to the point raised by the 
hon. Member for Stoke, he could only 
repeat that the clerical assistance referred 
to was an unknown quantity. He could 
assure the hon. Member that these per- 
sons were not sweated. They were not 
in the permanent employment of the 
Government, and no definite estimate 
could be made of the probable cost. 
Whatever was spent would be properly 
audited, and the conditions of employ- 
ment were the same as those which 
applied to any other Government service. 
He did not think that any economy would 
be effected by abolishing this office. 
During the last year some £3,000,000 
had been spent in small sums. 


*Mr. MORTON said'that for London the 
County Council mainly managed this loan 
business. He knew that the local authori- 
ties in London preferred to go to the 
London County Council, because they got 
the work done more cheaply and at a 
lower rate of interest than by going to 
the Commissioners. Unpaid gentlemen 
very often were worth only what they got. 


Lorp TURNOUR said he understood 
that there was an increment here of £50. 
It was most unfortunate that the Com- 
mittee should treat this subject in a spirit 
of levity. When his hon. friend the 
Member for Liverpool was speaking just 
now he was very much surprised to hear 
an hon, Gentleman below the gangway 
say. “Good God, here’s another of them.” 


*\Mr. LEHMANN (Leicestershire, Mar- 
ket Harborough): The remark I made 
was “ Oh, Lord, here’s another of them. 
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Lorp TURNOUR said inadequate 
answers had been given by the hon. 
Gentleman representing the Treasury 


in regard to some of the money which | 


had been voted. He thought this was 
a matter on which the Committee should 
get an answer. 


Vote agreed to. 
2esoluti be reported 
vesolutions to be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


{COMMONS} 
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| cult duties to discharge, should be asked 
ito serve under conditions which were 
| almost offensive. They were paid by 
odds and ends, and the total amount they 
received was not set forth in a straight- 
forward manner. Let the Committee 
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take the case of the senior clerk 
in the Office of the Examiner of 


Standing Orders. In one place they 
were told that he received £950 a year, 
and footnotes here and there described 
additional fees which he received ; 
but why should they not be told that 
that clerk got in all £1,200 a year. 


“That a sum, not exceeding £10,210, | 


be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1907, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Offices of the House of 


Lords.” 


*Mr. MORTON said the total ex- 
penditure on the House of Lords was 
£42,000. He had always thought that 
was a great deal too much considering 
the work they did. He should like to 
move to reduce the expenditure by one 


half. Of what service was the House of 
Lords to the country? Very high 


salaries were paid to officials who did 
very little work. If they were going 
to economise he should think this was 
one of the items on which they could 
make a great saving without loss to the 
country in any way whatever. It was 
all very well to put friends into 
sinecure offices in the House of Lords, but 
the country could not afford that sort of 
thing. He did not know whether anybody 
was going to defend the House of Lords, 
but he hoped hon. Members who had 
pledged themselves to economy would 
help him to effect this reduction. He 
moved to reduce the Vote by £5,000. 


Motion made, and Question — pro- 
posed, “ That a sum not exceeding 
£5,210, be granted for the said Service.” 
—(Mr. Morton.) 


*Mr. CLAUDE HAY said that there 
were a number of clerks and messengers 
who were paid partly by the House of 
Lords and partly by the House of Com- 
mons. 
that these clerks, who had onerousand diffi- 


He contended that it was infra diy | 


Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) said he 
wished to ask, on a_ point of order, 
whether the hon. Member was not in- 
fringing the rule against frivolous repe- 
titions by repeating again and again the 
same points of criticism! 


THe CHAIRMAN said he thought 
that there had been a good deal of repe- 
tition during a portion of the afternoon 
and the evening, but if he had checked 
hon. Members for repetition it would haye 
probably wasted more time than was in- 
curred by the original offence. 


*Mr. CLAUDE HAY said he had again 
to make the remark that in the case of 
the other officer he had referred to it 
was not shown in the Estimates the 
actual amount of money he was paid. 
He trusted the Financial Secretary would 
endeavour to arrange that they should 
not have this avalanche of footnotes to 
the Votes put into their hands. It should 
be plainly stated to the Committee in 
regard to each individual servant of the 
Crown what his salary was and it should 
not set out that he had so much salary 
and so many pickings here and there. 
If the Financial Secretary could meet 
him in this matter he was satisfied that 
he would expedite the business of the 
Committee and not expose the Depart 
ment of which he was the representativ: 
to the attacks to which it was exposed 
by the Votes beng presented in a 
cumbersome and unbusinesslike manner, 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said that 
a large section of the Committee 
were not satisfied with the rate of pro- 
gress that was being made with the 
| Estimates, but he would point out that 
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there were eleven separate and distinct | stand that his salary for his duties in the 
Votes set down for discussion, and that | House of Lords, of £1,000, was made 
they were now on the ninth. He did | specially low beeause he was at the same 
not think that was bad work, and all the | time receiving emoluments as retired pay ? 


criticisms he had heard from the Opposi- | 


It must be one or the other of these 


tion side of the House had been most | two alternatives, otherwise the foot-note 


He | 


reasonable from start to finish. | 
desired to amplify somewhat the remarks | 


that had fallen from his hon. friend who 


had just sat down. He was quite certain | 
that the Estimates, framed as they were, 
with these interminable footnotes and 
references to other Votes must be un- 
intelligible to Members. He objected to 


the footnote to the Vote on _ page 
75. The control of the Treasury over | 
this Estimate was confined to items 


which did not relate to the personal 
remuneration of officers of the House 
of Lords. The general control was | 
vested in a Select Committee of the 
House of Lords and this was appointed | 


each session. In the face of that note | 


one might almost ask what was the} m : 
If that was the case the item of £60 was 


object of bringing this vote before the 
House of Commons at all. 
could see the Financial Secretary could 
not answer for that Select Committee, 
and so far as they knew there was no 
representative upon that Bench who was 
entitled or empowered to speak for that 
Select Committee. 
Secretary came to reply he hoped he would 
throw some light upon this 
and that he would not think that | 
his remarks were prompted by any | 
frivolous intentions. He knew that 
hon. Members on the Ministerial side | 
of the House who were in the last | 
Parliament used to raise this question, 
and he was sure that anything they could 
do to make these Estimates more plain 
they ought to endeavour to do. The) 
second item on page 76 dealt with the | 
Sergeant-at arms in attendance upon the | 
Lord Chancellor, and to it an asterisk 
was attached, and a foot-note appeared 
as follows—- 


* This officer also receives emoluments as a 
lieutenant-colonel on the retired li-t.” 


He should like the Financial Secretary 
in his reply to let them know what was 
the object of that foot-note. 
to understand that the emoluments which 
the sergeant-at arms of the House of 
Lords received as a retired lieutenant- 
colonel, was to be taken as part of his 
salary for the duties he performed in the 
House of Lords, or were they to under- 


As far as he} 


When the Financial | 
| submitted 


subject, | 


was superfluous; and if it was 
superfluous it ought not to be there. 
There was plenty of matter in the Votes 
without having superfiuous foot-notes. 
Turning to page 78, hon. Members would 
find some items which were even more 
mystifying than those which had gone 
before. He came upon an item for 
the preparation of indices for the Select 
Committees, and others for the dusting of 
boxes in the library,which was charged at 
£60. He had not had the time to discover 
whether there was any item down for 
the payment of housemaids, but it was 
quite clear to him that the duty of 
dusting boxes in the House of Lords 
must necessarily fall upon the house- 
maids or the attendants of the Librarian. 


unnecessary. Two items lower down 
were also rather strange. One dealt 


with stamping and arranging Parlia- 
mentary documents, and was for £30. 
Was that £30 expended in manual 
labour or on purchasing the stamps? 
In reference to the whole of the Votes he 
that the manner in which 
they were presented was complicated 
and archaic tou a degree. Was it in- 
tended to give them an opportunity of 
discussing them in a sensible manner ? 


Mr. McKENNA rose to a point of 
order and submitted that the hon. 
Member was not in order in discussing 
the form of the Estimate. 


*THe CHAIRMAN did not under- 


/stand that the hon. Member was dis- 


Were they | 


cussing the form. He understood that 
he was discussing the items. 


Mr. MCKENNA said the hon. Mem- 
ber was discussing the form. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said it was not in 


order to criticise the form of the 
Estimates. 
Mr. CHARLES CRAIG submitted 


that it was competent for him to point 
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out that the multiplication of the foot- | 
notes rendered it impossible for him to | 
understand the Estimate. 

| 
to the 
is the) 


Get on 
That 


Mr. MACVEAGH : 
refreshment department. 
next item. 


{COMMONS} 


and 
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of the House. 


He appealed to the Committee not to 
pass the Vote without thought. 


Mr. Cu10zzA MoNrY rose in his place, 
claimed to moye, “That the 
Question be now put,” but the Chairman 


| withheld his assent, and declined then to 


put that Question. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG, on attempt- | 
ing to continue his remarks, was greeted 
with laughter and ironical cheers, 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT rose to a point 
of order. He said it was impossible to 
hear what his hon. friend was saying 
owing to the constant interruptions from 
the other side of the House. 


CHARLES CRAIG submitted | 
that the Estimates were confusing | 
owing to the multiplicity of — the 
footnotes, and were complicated | 
as to be absolutely incomprehensible 


Mr. 


sO 


to hon. Members. He thought the 
Financial Secretary of the Treasury 


would be doing a great public service 
if he endeavoured to simplify the 
Estimates another year, 


Lorp TURNOUR, who spoke amidst 
cries of “ Divide,” was understood to 
say he was much surprised at the 
hurry of hon, Gentlemen opposite to 
get through this Vote. They were 
voting a sum of £17,200, and having 
regard to the way in which hon, Members 
opposite had spoken of retrenchment 
during last year, it seemed to him 
particularly inappropriate that they 


should desire to hurry through this 
Vote. There were one or two items 
of great importance in it. There 


was, in particular, the item of £60 for 
dusting books in the library. The 
Committee could not be aware of the fact 
that there were already provided eleven 
housemaids for the House of Lords. 
Why was this item of £60 put down for | 
dusting books in the library when there 
were already eleven housemaids, any one | 


_ question 
had reference to the Admiralty asses- 


another 
to ask 


said 
desired 


TURNOUR 


which he 


Lorp 


sors. Were the assessors referred 
to here the same as the assessors 
to whom they had been referring earlier 
in the evening? Then on page 79 of the 
Estimates there was an item of eleven 
housemaids for the House of Lords. He 
had no objection to the employment of 
those housemaids, but 





*Mr. J. WARD: Ona point of order, 
is there no form of the House which we 
can employ to prevent such a farce as this 
continuing 4 


And, it being Eleven of the clock, the 


Chairman left the Chair to make his Re- 
port to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday 
next ; Committee also report Progress ; 
to git again upon Monday next. 


ALIENS BILL, 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1, 


Committee report Progress ; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


HARBOUR, ETC., BILLS (KINGSTON- 
UPON-HULL CORPORATION BILL.) 


Return presented, relative thereto 





of whom could perform the work? Was {ordered 26th April ; Ar. Lloyd-George| ; 
the oftice of dusting books at £60 a year | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
open to public competition, because if so [No. 140.] 
he would like to be a candidate for the | 
ottice. It seemed to him to be a very | 
easy way of helping to earn one’s living. | 

Mr, Charles Craiy. 


Adjourned at seven minutes 


after Eleven o’clock. 


An Asterisk (*) at the commencement 





of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 








An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a despot indicates revision by the Member. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Friday, 27th April, 1906. Petition from Garden City, Letch- 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Kidderminster Gas Bill {Lords}. To 
_ be read the third time upon Monday next. 


Macclesfield 
Bill. 


and District Tramways 
Read the third time, and passed. 


* New Mills Urban District Council Bill 
(King’s Consent signified). Bill read the 
third time, and passed. 


Uxbridge Gas Bill. Read the third | 


time, and passed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 


(No. 1) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 2) Bill; London | 
Government Schemes (London — and | 


Penge, &c.) Bill. 
and committed. 


Read a second time. 


PETITIONS, 


COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


Petitions in favour; From Barnsley | yy ; 
i ampstead (three); Happisburgh ; 
Main; Bedwellty Pits; Blackwood Pochir ;/ jfaviionl; Higheate Rise ; Hinchley 
$ Bloxwich ; Broughton Moor ; Ci verphilly ; | tYoesham _ (two) = ar cata Ficulay - 
- me 8 Dearne Soa 3 Denaby Main ; Hoxal; Huddersfield (two); Huish 
$ Fry Y ae +i oni st : “tp >| Champflower (two); Hyson Green; 
ryston rrimthorpe ; emsworth 5) Jackfield; Kilburn; Kingston upon 
Haigh Moor and Woolley Moor ; Hazle- | Hull ; Knodishall ; Leasingham ; Leigh ; 
hf . oe 5 Ss See 
S he: Wd: Hill and Cakemore Hodroyd ; | Llanearfan ; Landilo-Talybont (two) ; 
jl Clough; Lepton ; Lotthouse ; | Llangain ; "London (six) ; Lynecombe ; 
Lye : Micklefield ; Mitchell's Main ; E ark | Maidford (two); Maidstone : Marden 
Hill; Primrose Hill; Primrose Main; | (two); Martham (two);  Martley ; 
ater : | SS “VL. ; ; alle c : ’ anne A 
Navigation; Newmarket Silkstone | Matson ; Meltham Mills (two) ; Middle- 
Ossett Roundwood ; Outfield Pit ; Rother- ton (two); Milborne Port; Mossley 
, YY 9\. rate | a it: Nes . ? 2 ivi « 
hag nisate Te It ; wg ee (two); Muchelney (two); Nailsworth ; 
Cy ; page oe 0 - ~ s 2 Lg — Napton on the Hill ; Naunton (two) ; 
vynon; ‘Tredegar; Ty rist (No. 2); | Navenby (two) ; Ween Sollars with 
Wharneliffe Silkstone ; and W oolley Mileon (two) ; Nether Stowey (two) 
Collieries ; to lie upon the Table. New Basford ; North Collingham ; North 
Finchley ; North Hykeham (two) 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACT (1896) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Ossett, in favour 
upon the Table. 


VOL. CLVI. 


; to lie 


[FourTH SERIES. | 


worth, for alteration ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL (RELIGIOUS TEACHING). 
Petitions against alteration of Law ; 
From Abergwili ; Adstone (two) ; Ampney 
Crucis ; Anerley (two) ; Ansford ; Ardsley 
(two); Ash Priors ; Ashton; Bacton on 
Lea; Barnsby ; Barrington ; Barton on 
Humber; Basingstoke ; Batcombe ; Bebing- 
ton ; Bedminster ; Belsize Park ; Bishop's 
Hull (two) ; Boothby Graffol ; Borstal 
(two); Brackley ; Brannston (two) ; 
| Bredicot ; Bromley ; Brondesbury (two) ; 
| Brockholes; Brookfield; — Bucknell ; 
Burleydam ; Burnage (two) ; Cadeby 
with Osbeston ; Cadham ; Carlton le 
Moorland ; Castleton (four) ; Cawthorne 
(two) ; Cheadle Hulme (two) ; Chester ; 
Chipst able ; Christchurch ; Church Law- 
ton ; Cinderhill ; Clerkenwell ; Cockett ; 
| Congresbury ; Cromhall; —Crostwick ; 
| Croweombe” (two); Cudham ; Coxham 
| (two) ; Dalton in Furness (two) ; Dod- 
ford ; Down Ampney ; Easington (two) ; 
East. Bridgeford fewo):: East Farndon : 
| East Finchley East Quantockshead ; 
| East Tilbury ; Egham ; Egremont (two) ; 
Ellastone ; E miley (two) ; Farnborough ; 
Farthingstone (two); Felthorpe (two) ; 
Foulridge (two); Framingham Pigot : 
Furnham; Gravesend (two); Great 
Yarmouth ; Grimsargh ; Halifax (five) : 








Northleach ; 


Northleach and Eastington ; 
Northwood ; 


Nottingham ; Old Basford ; 





Old Cleeve (two); Old Radford ; Old 
Thornham ; Ormesby (two) ; Orton on 


E 











127 


the Hill (two) ; Ovenden ; Over Stowey ; 
Oving with Pitchcott; Parkfield ; 
Pauler’s Pury ; Penarth (two); Penge 
(two); Penmaen; Penzance (two) ; 
Penrhiweeiber ; Phillack (two) ; Reynold- 
ston (two); Rhossili (two); Rochdale 
(two); Rochester; Runham (two) ; 
Rusholme ; St. Buryan; St. Fagan’s 
(two); Salford ; Shepscombe ; Shipton 
under Wychwood;  Sholing | (two) ; 
Shrewsbury ; Siddington (two) ; Sketty 
(two); Skirbeck ; Southampton (two) ; 
South Crosland (two); South Hamp- 
stead (three); Stand (two) ; Stanton ; 
Stockport ; Stockton Heath (two) ; 
Stoke under Ham (two) ; Strood (two) ; 
Sunbury Common; Swansea (three) ; 
Thornes ; Timberscombe (two); Wake- 
field ; Walcot; Walthamstow ; Wam- 
brook ; West Chinnock ; Weston-super- 
Mare; Weybridge ; Wheatley ; Whit- 
church (two); Wick Rissington; Wilshaw 
(two); Winterbourne; Wispington ; 
Wolverton; Woodchester (two) ; Woolley 
(two) ; Wootton Courtney (two); and, 
Ystalyfera (two) ; to lie upon the Table. 


Questions. 


JUVENILE SMOKING BILL. 
Petitions in favour ; From Edinburgh ; 
and Hambleton Hill; to lie upon the 
Table. 

FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF 
WOMEN’S DISABILITIES BILL. 
Petition from Bermondsey, against ; 

to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) AMENDMENT 


31LL. 


Petition from Edinburgh, in favour : 
to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICA- 
TION OF WOMEN) BILL. 

Petition from Bermondsey, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICA- 
TION OF WOMEN) BILL. 
Petition from Hull, in favour ; to lie 


upon the Table. 

PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS  (DIS- 
QUALIFICATION REMOVAL) BILL. 
Petition from Bermondsey, in favour ; 

to lie upon the Table. 


PARLIAMENTS RY ELECTIONS (HOURS 
OF POLL) BILL. 


Petition from Bermondsey, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 
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Questions. 
VACCINATION ACTS. 
Petition from Bath, for repeal ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
VOTING DISQUALIFICATION 
LAW) REMOVAL BILL. 


Petition from Bermondsey, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


(POOR 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
MILITARY EXPENDITURE (UNITED 
KINGDOM, COLONIES, AND FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address March 27th; Mr. Lehmann) ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Sleeping Sickness in Central Africa. 

Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether special measures are 
being taken to guard against the spread 
of the sleeping sickness into British 
Central Africa Protectorate and North 
Eastern Rhodesia by the tsetse fly or by 
other agencies ; and whether the effect of 
the game preserves at Chiromo has been 
considered in connection with this con- 
tingency. 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) — No 
apprehension has hitherto been expressed 
by the administration of the British 
Central Africa Protectorate or that of 
North Eastern Rhodesia as to the spread 
of sleeping sickness into those territories, 
nor has the Commissioner of British 
Central Africa Protectorate recommended 
the adoption of measures to guard 
against it. Complaints have been made 
in one quarter in the Protectorate that 
the Elephant Marsh game reserve at 
Chiromo harbours the tsetse fly, but the 
suggestion is denied by the Commissioner. 


Fair Wages Clause. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether there are any Govern- 
ment contracts for granite or macadam 
with Messrs. Mowlem & Company, 
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contractors, Westminster; and, if so, 
whether the Fair Wages Clause is in 
force in the granite quarries of the firm 
at Guernsey, from which the material is 
obtained. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) The 
reply to the first paragraph is in the 
affirmative. In the case of granite 
paving and macadam the Fair Wages 
Resolution is attached to the contract. 
In the case of granite macadam ordered 
for the roads in royal parks in and around 
London the Fair Wages Resolution has 
not hitherto been attached to the con- 
tract. Arrangements will, however, be 
made under which this will be done in 
future. The First Commissioner of 
Works is informed by Messrs. Mowlem 
that they pay the current rate of wages 
for the district in their quarries in 
(ruernsey. 


Salaries of Poor Law Officers. 

Mr. HORNIMAN (Chelsea): To ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board what, if any, is the minimum wage 
of indoor and outdoor officers under the 
Poor Law; will he say whether there 
are outdoor officers in London working 
alternately seventy-three and a half hours 
and sixty-three hours per week who 
receive a salary of only 25s. per week, 
which wage is subject to a deduction 
under the Poor Law Act; after how 
many years cana man claim a pension, 
and how long must he serve before 
attaining the full amount; and will he 
personally inquire into this matter. 


(Answered by Mr, John Burns.) There 
is no prescribed minimum wage for Poor 
Law officers. There are cases in which 
the salary of an officer who does not 
reside in the workhouse is as low as 25s. 
a week, but I cannot say what are the 
hours of service in such cases, An officer 
must serve ten years to be qualified for a 
pension under the Poor Law Officers’ 
Superannuation Act, 1896, and in 
ordinary circumstances he must have had 
forty years’ service in order to obtain the 
full amount of pension allowed by the 
Act. If my hon. friend brings to my 
notice any particular case of the kind to 
which he refers, and which appears to 
him to need investigation, I shall be 


happy to consider it. 
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Questions. 


‘ Erection of Cottages by Cork Rural 
District Council. 

/ Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
/County, N.E.): To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if 
he can state when the Local Government 
Board will be in a position to issue a 
Provisional Order authorising the Cork 
Rural District Council to proceed with 
the scheme for the erection of labourers’ 
cottages, concerning which scheme a 
Local Government Board inspector held 


an inquiry in October last. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) A Pro- 
visional Order authorising the rural 
district council to provide 231 additional 
cottages is being prepared by the Local 
Government Board, and will be issued as 
soon as practicable. The Board are at 
present awaiting the settlement by the 
council of certain cases in which sites can 
only be authorised upon the fulfilment 
of conditions communicated to them on 
March 7th. 


Land Sub-Commissioners’ Decisions in 

oscrea. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid.) ; To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that in the decisions of the 
Land Sub-Commissioners at their recent 
sitting at Roserea the rents were raised 
in some instances, and in others increased 
and fixed beyond the rents as reduced 
by voluntary abatements allowed by the 
landlords ; will he say who were the 
Land Sub Commissioners responsible for 
the rent-fixing in these cases ; were these 
appointments temporary ; on what. basis 
did they fix the new rents; and have 
they been re-appointed by the Irish 
Government. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryee.) 
information as to the matters of fact 
alleged in the Question. The decisions 
referred to were judicial decisions of a 
Sub-Commission Court duly constituted 
under the Land Law Acts, whose duty 
is, after hearing the parties and having 
regard to the interests of the landlord 
and tenant respectively, to determine 
what is the fair rent. The decisions 
were pronounced in open court and the 
results communicated to the respective 
parties, either of whom if aggrieved can 
have the case re-heard by the Land Come 


I have no 


, mission Court of Appeal. 


E 2 








131 Housing of the Working 
Closure of Army Votes. 
Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War what 
Army Votes were closured without 
discussion in 1903, 1904, and 1905, 
respectively, 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The information is as follows :—1903, 
3 Votes, viz. 11, 12, and Ordnance 
Factories. (A discussion arose on the 
Report of the resolution taking these 
Votes en bloc.) 1904, 13 Votes, viz., 2 
to 8, 11, 12, 14 to 16, and Ordnance 


Factories. 1905, 14 Votes, viz. 2, 3, 
!, 6 to 12, 15 to 16, and Ordnance 
Factories. 





SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Sir WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON re- | 
ported from the Committee of Selection ; | 
That they had nominated the following 
fifteen Members to serve on the Standing | 
Committee on Law, and Courts of | 
Justice, and Legal Procedure in respect of | 
the Workmen’s Compensation Bill :—Mr. 
John O'Connor, Mr. John Wilson (Dur- 
ham), Mr. Fenwick, Mr. Wadsworth, Mr. 
Remnant, Mr. Parkes, Mr. Gibbs, Mr. | 
John Tennant, Sir James Kitson, Mr. | 
Wedgwood, Mr. Levy, Mr. Robert 
Balfour, Mr. Wilkie, Mr. Gill, and Mr. | 


Seddon. 


Sir WitttAM = Brampron GURDON | 
further reported; That they had dis- 
charged the following Members from the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure, in | 
respect of the Workmen's Compensation 
Bill:—Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Arthur 
Henderson, Mr. Ramsay Macdonald, | 
Mr. Reckitt, The Lord - Advocate, and | 
Mr. Hobhouse; and had appointed in 
substitution :—Mr. Chiozza Money, Mr. | 
Walsh, Mr. Barnes, Mr. Robinson, Mr. 
Herbert Samuel, and Mr. Beauchamp. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} Classes Acts Amendment Bill. 
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sired to move the Second Reading 
was not in any sense a revolutionary 
measure. It was a Bill designed merely 
to extend and develop the policy which 
had been approved by both Parties for the 
housing of the working classes in the 
rural districts. This matter had been 
the concern of the legislature for a great 
many years. During the last fifty vears 
thirty-five measures had been passed with 
the object of improving the condition of 
the rural population of the country in 
this regard. The last three Acts had 
been passed by the Unionist Party—the 
Act of 1890, which was a consolidating 
Act, an amending Act in 1900, and a 
further amending Act in 1903. The Act 
of 1890 was still the principal Act relating 
to the subject. It was a long Act con- 
sisting of several parts, but Part 3 > was 
the part which related mainly to the 
question of housing in rural districts. 
The object of the Bill he now asked the 
House to read a second time was to 
repeal Part 3 of the Act of 1890 and 
to substitute for it provisions which 
the promoters believed would carry 
out the object of that portion 
the Act of 1890 in a more expe 
ditious, simple, and less expensive man 


or 


ner. The object of Part 3. of the 
| Act of 1890 was to enable the local 


authority of the district to obtain land 


_ either by agreement or by compulsory pur- 
) chase for the purpose of erecting upon it 
| houses or cottages for the benefit of the 


workers in that part of the country. 
|The evil which it was intended to 
/remedy was well known and generally 
-admitted. The dearth of cottages in 


many parts of the country, with the 
consequent overcrowding, disease, and 
immorality, and the exodus of the rural 


| populations to the towns, were matters 


with which everybody who took an inter 
est in this subject were familiar. In the 


report of the Labour Commission of 1894 
| there was a sentence in the Report of Mr. 
| Little, the senior assistant commissioner 
| to the Labour Commission, which put the 
i case in a nutshell. 


He cited the late 


| Mr. Little because he was an authority 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING 
CLASSES ACTS AMENDMENT BILL, 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*Mnr. MACKARNESS (Berkshire, New- | 
bury) said the Bill of which he de- | 


upon this subject whom every one recog- 
nised. In the course of his Report Mr. 
Little said— 

“Tt is impossible to read Reports of assistant 
Commissioners without the painful feeling that 


| too commonly the agricultural labourer lives 


under conditions which are both physically and 
morally unwholesome and offensive. The least 
satisfactory of the circumstances affecting the 
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life of the labourers is the condition of the dwell- 
ings in which a considerable number of them 
are compelled to live.” ; 

Those words were written twelve years 
ago or more and it could not be said that 
any great improvement had taken place 
since. When the Act of 1900 was before 
the House the hon. Member for the 
Ilkeston Division stated, as a result of his 
inquiries into the condition of 4,179 cot- 
tages and 298 villages in England that 
224 per cent. were unfit for habitation ; 
47 per cent. showed insufficient accom- 
modation for the people of the locality ; 
in 27 per cent. the water supply was 
had ; in 75 per cent, there were only two 
hedrooms with six or seven persons in 
each, and that 66 per cent. were without 
fireplaces. That was in 1900. Since 
then Mr. Rider Haggard had published 
his illuminating and interesting work on 
rural life in England, and nobody could 
read the book without seeing that Mr. 
Rider Haggard had been struck by the 
same set of facts. They had only to 
read the very first chapter on Wilt- 
shire to see that the people to whom 
Mr. Haggard spoke in Wiltshire com- 
plained of the lack of labour and attri- 
huted it to the dearth of cottages. They 
found the striking fact that the farmer 
picked out as being specially successful, 
Mr. Dibden, was a farmer who had twenty- 
two excellent cottages on his farm. He 
never lacked labourers and those labourers 
were, in the opinion of Mr. Rider Haggard, 
of a particularly thriving and_ virile 
character. He had himself been furnished 
by the courtesy of the Secretary of the 
Rural Housing Association with notes 
of the Reports of inspections which were at 
that time being made in the Erpingham 
district of Norfolk, and the Reports of the 
condition of the cottages in the villages 
there were something quite terrible to 
real, And that was a state of things 
which he was afraid was not uncommon 
in many parts of the country : a country 


which boasted of itself as the head 
of a great Empire, and claimed to 
have established such a_ high — state 


of civilisation that it did not hesitate, 
when it thought’ other countries erred in 
this regard, to offer them advice in very 
frank terms. It was not unfair, there- 
fore, to ask the House to look at home 
in this matter. The legislation passed by 
the Unionist Party, in its endeavour to 
remedy this state of things, was no doubt 
excellent legislation, but untortunately, 
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owing to reasons which probably could 
not be foreseen, it had proved to be 
almost inoperative. Mr. Gerald Balfour, 
who then occupied the position of the 
President of the Local Government Board, 
told the House in March last year that as 
a result of that legislation only thirty-two 
cottages had been built by local authori- 
ties in England and Wales, and that as 
fourteen of those cottages had been built 
in one county, the Act had been practi 
cally inoperative over the greater part of 


England. In the case of the Penshurst 
scheme, owing to the cumbrous machinery 
of the Act, the expense, the inter- 
vention of the numerous authorities 


brought in under the Act, and the 
lack of motive power where the authori- 
ties were slack, it took five vears to 
carry out a scheme to build six cottages. 
Authorities were not only apathetic but 
unwilling to embark in schemes which 
under the present law might prove un- 
remunerative. The promoters of this 
Bill wanted to make the Act more simple. 
Experience shewed that to avoid the 
danger of loss on building, loans must be 
procured for longer periods, and at easier 
rates. The promoters wanted to make it 
possible for rural councils to borrow money 
for the purposes of building cottages, for 
a maximum period of eighty years at a 
rate of interest of 25 per cent., 

“orsuch other rate as shall in the judgment 
of the Commissioners of the Treasury, he 
necessary in order to enable the loan to be 
made without loss to the Exchequer.” 

They did not blame rural district 
councils for not embarking on a scheme 
which in their opinion would result in 
a tinancial loss, and therefore they wanted 
to set up a state of things under which 


the rural district councils could build 
cottages without financial risk. They 


also wanted to make the labourer able 
to pay a higher rent for these cottages, 
and they proposed to do that in this way. 
Under former Acts the rural district 
council could only give with the cottage 
half an acre of garden of the annual 


value of £3. This bill proposed to 
allow the rural district council not 
only to build the cottage, but to 


give three acres of land with it, at an 
annual value of £10. The result of that 
would be that the labourer who took 
the cottage would have a source of 
income in the land accommodation 
which would enable him to pay a 
higher rent. Everybody agreed that 








135 


Housing of the Working 


the system of. small holdings was 
one to be aimed at, and by this bill they 
had tried to combine the building of 
cottages with the giving of small hold- 
ings. This would not only enable the 
labourer to pay a higher rent, but would 
encourage domestic family life hy keeping 
the sons at home to assist their parents 
instead of going to the towns, and 
to that extent it would revive rural 
life—a thing which all desired to 
do. They had also to deal with the 
case of an apathetic rural district 
council who were unwilling to build. 
In order to deal with that subject they 
had given power to any four house- 
holders in or near the area affected by 
the dearth of cottages to go themselves 
to the medical officer and eall attention to 
the insufficient housing accommodation, 
and then to make a representation to 
the rural district council. The rural 
district council were given the further 
facility of adopting Part 3 of the Act 
of 1890 without the sanction of the 
county council, and having been stimu- 
lated in their action by the four house- 
holders he had mentioned they could go 
to the county council if they were obliged 
to acquire land compulsorily. The pro- 
visions of the Local Government Act of 
1894 were adapted to this measure, and by 
the simplest method possible the county 
council had power to hold an inquiry and 
put into force the clause of the Lands 
Clauses Act and take the land com- 
pulsorily. There was also power given 
to the rural district council compulsorily 
to hire land. That was a new power, 
but it was given because they thought 
there were cases in which rural district 
councils would be willing to hire land 
as involving a less risk than purchasing 
it. It might be said that more 
motive power was required t9 see 
that the rural district council, when it 
adopted the Act, if it adopted it, carried 
it into execution, because it was quite 
possible that a rural district council, 
although stimulated by four householders, 
might refuse to adopt the Act or, having 
adopted it, refuse to carry it out. In 
order to meet that they had given the 
parish councils power to go to the Local 
Government Board and represent the 


case to them, leaving it to the Local 

Government Board upon receiving such 

representation either to compel, by means 

of a mandamus, the rural district council 

to carry out its duties, or if they thought 
Mr. Mackarness. 
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it would not carry out its duty, to transfer 
the whole of its powers to the county 
council. It was not easy, therefore, to 
imagine a breakdown of the machinery 
of this Bill except in two cases—either 
that the Local Government Board having 
obtained a mandamus, the rural district 
council committed a contempt — of 
Court or, what was more possible, that 
upon the transference of these powers 
to the county council the county council 
refused to act. There were some supple- 
mentary clauses also drafted to promote 
the main object of the Bill, which was to 
give facilities to the rural district councils 
to give better houses to the workers in 
the country. Any four householders or 
the parish council might call upon the 
discrict council to alter by-laws so as to 
provide against the unwholesomeness or 
insutticiency of existing houses and the 
Local Government Board were to frame 
model bylaws for such districts.  Rail- 
way and tram companies were authorise 
under certain conditions, only to be 
modified by the rural district council, 
or the Local Government Board, to pur 
chase or hire land fer the purpose of 
erecting houses for the working classes. 
Powers were also given to universities aud 
ecclesiastical corporations and charity 
trustees, with the consent of the Charity 
Commissioners, to sell their lands for the 
purpose of houses being erected on thei 
for the working classes, or they might 
themselves erect such houses on their 
lands. Such were the main provisions 
of the Bill. It was a moderate and 
honest attempt to stimulate rural local 
authorities to face this serious problem 
of lack of housing accommodation for our 
workers. The Bill would make it easier 
for them to deal with the question by 
facilitating the acquisition of land for the 
purpose, and by minimising the risk to 
them of burdening the rates by so doing. 
It would give the individual householders 
the right to take the initiative in stirring 
up their councils. More than all, it 
would give a real opportunity for the 
creation of small holdings along with the 
cottages, by which it was hoped not only 
that the cottages would be remunerative 
property to the rural councils, but that 
the people of the country would be 
induced to remain in their own country 
homes and that those who had gone 
in despair to the less healthy towns 
might be drawn back. These- were 
objects which were dear to every social 
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reformer, and every lover of his country, 
without distinction of politics ; and he 
would therefore appeal to hon. Gentlemen 
on both sides of the House and of all shades 
of opinion to support the Bill. He did not 
doubt but that there were features in it 
which might be open to amendment or 
criticism. That was the case with every 
measure. But it would do something to 
anicliorate the miserable conditions under 
which so many of our countrymen had to 
spend their lives. It would do something | 
to reduce the discomfort, the disease, and, 
he feared, the condition of immorality 
which must grow out of those conditions. | 
It was sometimes said that our people in 
the country did not feel these things, be- 
cause they did not agitate foror availthem- | 
selves of legal reforms ; but he was con- | 
vinced that that was a mistake. The truth 
was, they often could not assert their 
rights or even their wrongs without the 
risk of bringing upon themselves even 
worse evils than those they had to tolerate. 
They were, many of them, in such a condi- 
tion of dependence upon their employers 
that to act in any way that was distasteful 
to those employers might lead to the loss 
of such poor homes as they had without | 
the possibility of obtaining any other, | 
except the workhouse. It was their help- | 
lessness, not their apathy, which kept 
them quiet, and that was all the more | 
reason Why the legislature should come to | 
their aid, and he appealed to that great | 
popular representative Assembly to see 
that that aid was not delayed a moment | 
longer than was necessary. 
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Naturally every cottage on the wayside 
was a land-mark. ‘To day he could point 
to at least eight sites where cottages 


stood and where families had been 
reared, ‘The cottages were gone, the 


land upon which they stood and the 
gardens which had been theirs had been 
thrown into the adjoining fields, and 
only one new cottage had appeared in 
thirty-eight years in that mile and a half. 
That statement was true of scores of dis- 
tricts. When they asked why this was, 
they were told it did not pay the private 
landowner in the rural district to build 
cottages, although he thought the land- 
owner too often forgot that it might im- 
prove the letting value of his land. But 
they had to face facts as they were. 
Up to the present, legislation on the 
subject had not been a_ success, and 
they were bound in the interests of 
country life, and indeed of the country 
generally, to make another attempt to 
assist the workers who desired to live by 
the cultivation of the scil. To show the 
House how great was this need he would 
like to take hon. Members in fancy to a 
hamlet in his constituency as an object 
lesson. But first of all he would say 
that as far as his experience went the 
need for better and more houses was 
often in those districts where the land 
was of good quality, like that in the 
neighbourhood of Spalding, where they 
had succeeded to a limited extent, at any 
rate, in getting allotments and small 
holdings for the labouring population. 


/Such a hamlet was Nordelph, in the 


parish of Upwell, on the borders of 


*Mr. WINFREY (Norfolk, S.W.) said | 
that next to the problem of how to get 
the people back to the land was un- | 
doubtedly the problem of how to provide | 
decent cottage homes for those who 
desired to stay in the rural districts and | 
cultivate the soil. He was persuaded 
from a very close study of this question | 
during the last twenty-five years that the | 
rural depopulation, while in the main due | 
to the divorcement of the labourer from | 
the soil, was also due in no small | 
degree to the shrinking of decent 
housing accommodation and the condi- 
tions under which the labourer had to | 
live. Cottages had fallen into disrepaiy | 
and deeay, and not anything like an 
equal number had taken their place. 
Thirty-eight years ago, when he was a 
lad of ten, he walked a mile and a half 
every morning to the village school. ' 


Norfolk and Cambridgeshire. Ten 
years ago they discovered a land hunger 
there. First of all they got the acre 
allotments for almost every man in the 
hamlet. Then more land was asked for. 
Some five years ago he was able to pur- 
chase fifty acres of land in that hamlet 
at £40 an acre and he offered it in small 
holdings. He met the applicants in the 
village club-room, which was crowded to 
suffocation. Of course he was able to 
meet the demands only of a very few, 
but the result was that the attention of 
the county council was’ called to the 
matter and they purchased a farm of 
120 acres in the hamlet, and this had 
now been in occupation for two years. 
But nothing had been done during that 
time by private enterprise or public 
authorities to supply better homes for 
the people in the hamlet. Last Saturday 
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he spent the day inspecting the cottages 
there. A large drain, which drained jthe 
Fens, passed through the hamlet, and 
there was a bridge over the drain. He 
took the seventy cottages within a quarter 
of a mile of the bridge and found that 
only twelve of these cottages had five 
rooms, forty-three had four rooms of a 
sort, five had three rooms, and ten only 
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two rooms, so that of the seventy cottages | 
roonis. | 
There were three empty cottages with | 
he | 


fifty-eight had less than five 
two rooms each. He took what 
thought were the ten worst cases and 
visited the cottages. The first occupier 


was a man who had some five acres of | 
land and was living in a house of four | 
rooms, two being bedrooms, one upstairs | 


and the other downstairs, He was a 


widower with three sons, aged twenty- | 


two, twenty, and fifteen, all at home 
helping their father on the land, and 


three daughters, aged eighteen, thirteen, | 
The father and the three | 


and eleven. 


boys occupied the bedroom upstairs, 


which was a fair-sized room over the | 
The girls occupied a | 


two living rooms. 
bedroom on the ground floor, 13 feet 
long, 7 feet wide, and 6 feet 3 inches 


high, with a cubic space of 569 feet. | 


All three girls slept on a 4 feet 6 
inches bedstead in this room. There 
were two daughters out at 
and when they came home for their 
holiday they had to sleep on a couch 
in the kitchen. This was a_ well-to-do 
family willing to pay a decent rent for 
a cottage. He believed the 
council bye-laws provided that all bed- 
rooms should have a ecubie space of 
400 feet per person. In prisons 500 feet 


per person was provided, and in 
barracks 600 feet Yet here were 
three growing girls occupying a room 
of only 569 enbie feet space. He | 
went on to another case—one of his | 


tenants—who used to live in an old mill | 


converted into a house, where he had 


lived 32 years, but the owner wanted | 


it and the tenant had to seek another 
house. <s he was a tenant of land 
he did not want to go into another 
village, and the only house he could 
find was one of two rooms, the sitting- 
room being 11 feet by 10 by 6 feet 
3 inches, and the staircase leading to the 
single bedroom 1 foot 9 inches in width. 
The bedroom in which he and his wife 
slept was 12 feet 9 inches long, 11 feet 
wide, and 6 feet high. There was a 
Mr, Winfrey. 


service, | 


urban | 
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window 2 feet square, and the ¢éubic 
space of the room was 846 feet. The 
only pantry in the house was 36 inches 
wide and 16 inches deep, and he was not 
surprised, therefore, to see some loaves of 
bread under a chest of drawers. There 
was one privy to two houses. He went 
into other cases, all of which were very 
had, and he regretted to say that two of 
the houses belonged to a county magis- 
trate, who had been raised to the bench 
for services rendered. One was a four- 
roomed cottage with no garden. <A 
family had resided here for thirteen years. 
There were four sons at home, aged 
twenty-one, eighteen, sixteen, and thir- 
teen, and three daughters, aged ten, 


eight, and tive. There were three 
'married daughters away, and __ three 


| sons occupied one room 12 feet by 7, and 
|6 feet high, the cubic space being 540 
feet—not sufticient for one person. The 
three girls slept in the other bedroom 
| with their father and mother, and there 
/was no stairease to the room, which had 
to be entered by means of a ladder. The 
| house next door was, he thought, the very 
| worst case. It was the same size as the 
'other house, and in it were ten people, 
including two sons aged fifteen and ten, 
| five daughters aged twenty-two, nineteen, 
seven, six, and two and a-half, and an 
| illegitimate baby of the eldest daughter 
| which was one and a-half years old. 
| There were two bedrooms, the larger 
i being 12 feet by 12 by 6. He would 
show how the family schemed to sleep. 


‘children had died in infancy. The four 
| 


|They had two beds in the largest 
bedroom, and in the first the father 


;and mother slept with their youngest 


child two and a-half years old. In 
the other bed in the same room the 
two boys of fifteen and ten and the girl 
|of six slept. In the back bedroom the 
two girls aged twenty-two and nineteen, 
with the illegitimate baby slept. The 
vecupant’s wife, a very clean, respectable 
woman, told him that her husband and 
boys had plenty of work and earned good 
money, but they could not get another 
house in the parish, and if they went to 
another parish they feared they would 


not be so well provided. As to the 
sanitary arrangements of these two 


| houses, it was true they had separate 
privies, but they were within five feet of 
the front door, and within ten feet of the 

front door of the houses opposite. There 
| was an ashpit at the side of the privy and 

















141 


Housing of the Working 


a soft water tank two feet from the ash- | 


pit. There was no cesspool to any of the 
cottages, and they had either to throw 
their slops into the street or into the 
drain at the back of the house. When- 
ever they exhausted the supply from the 
soft water tanks they had to drink the 
water from the drain. That was the 
state of things that was going on in his 
constituency at the present moment, and 
to show that it was not particular to the 
hamlet in question he should like to read 
an extract from the medical officer’s 
recent Report for this rural district, as 
follows— 

“ Nine cases of overcrowding have been dealt 
with. There still remains much to be done in 
this direction. Many houses, especially in the 
Fen district, are quite unfit for human habita- 
tion, but, as I have before pointed out, it is 
impossible at present to deal with any but the 
more glaring cases. Many of these houses are 
much too small, are badly lighted, damp, and 
have very imperfect roofs. Every year such 
houses necessarily become more <lilapidated, 
especially when they belong to small owners 
as so many do.” 


In sending him this Report the medical 
officer said— 

“ Overcrowding, especially, is in a great 
measure accountable for the immorality and 
illegitimacy so prevalent in rural districts.” 


So much for the demand for better 
houses. Why had past legislation been 
ineffectual? There were two chief 
The first was the difficulty 
of obtaining land at a fair market 
price, and the second was the rate of 
interest asked by the Government for the 
money loaned, the period of repay- 
ment heing so short there was a proper 
feeling on the part of local authorities 
that they would be wrong in putting on 
the ratepayers an increased burden at a 
time when they could not afford it. He 
knew that some would say, and perhaps 
with truth, that there had not been 
sufficient propelling force behind past 


causes, 


legislation, and, further, that rural 
district councils were unsympathetic. 


That might be so to a limited extent, but 
it was not always so. He had known 
where local authorities had been 
ready to take action, but the difficulties 
he had mentioned were too much for them. 
There was a case in Lincolnshire a year 
or two ago in the parish of Donington, 
where the rural district council agreed to 
build cottages under the present Act of 
Parliament. The county council gave its 
sanction, and it was not until they came 


cases 
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to deal with the landowners that the 
scheme feli through, as there was not a 
landowner in that agricultural parish who 
would sell iand at less than £200 an acre, 
and then in no case would he sell the 
whole field. Donington was a parish he 
knew very well. It was rich in charity 
land, and he suggested that if this Bill went 
to Grand Committee the question should 
be carefully considered whether ™ would 
not be wise to extend the Allotment 
Extension Act of 1882 to the housing 
question, for if it were wise that working- 
men should have charity land for allot- 
ment purposes it was also wise that they 
should build houses upon it. He would 
now come to one or two instances in which 
dear money had created a difficulty. A 
few days ago he wrote to the Clerk of the 
Rural District Council of East Elloe as to 
why they had failed to build cottages in 
the parish of Whaplode. The reply he 
had received was as follows— 

“The medical officer for the district reported 
that the cottages were cvercrowded in the 
parish of Whaplode, and after considerable dis- 
cussion it was decided to build four cottages in 
that parish as an experiment, the council being 
very much divided upon the point whether the 
cottages could be built to let at a reasonable 
rent, and pay their way. The council, how- 
ever, decided that the expenses must be borne 
by the parish of Whaplode alone, and not by 
the whole of the district. An application was 
made to the Holland County Council for leave 
to adopt the Act, and to raise a loan to carry 
out the experiment. The Hollard County 
Council thereupon referred the matter to the 
Whaplode Parish Council, informing that 
council that the building could not be done 
without great risk of loss to the parish. The 
parish council was, like the other council, 
divided in their opinion, but they decided to 
oppose the application of the district council, 
and so it came about that the Holland County 
Council never gave permission for thé loan to 
beraised. It appears to me that if Parliament 
authorises a public body to carry out certain 
works, power ought to be given to borrow the 
money without reference to any other public 
body.” 

This came before the rural district 
council, and in order to show that farmers 
were not unsympathetic in regard to this 
question, he would like to read an 
extract from the speeches of two farmers 
who resided in that parish, One of them 
said— 


“ Whenever new houses had been built there 
had been arush of tenants for them, and for 
some new houses which had been put on the 
fruit farms the owners could have had three, 
or four, or five tenants for each, although they 
were in an out of the way place. If good 
houses were provided people weuld come and 

| live there. ‘There was a very short supply of 
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houses in the district ; the day had gone by for 
the old order of farming, and now people went 
in more for market gardening, aud consequently 
needed twice the labour they used to. He 
knew plenty of people who Miss have re- 
mained in Whaplode but for the want of houses, 
and they were losing their very best labour be- 
cause of the absence of decent houses.” 


At the same meeting another farmer 
said— 


“Tt would be a great advantage to the 
farmers because it would mean that they 
would be able to get a better class of working- 
men.” 


He would now refer to the parish of 
Moulten, which had a population of 
2,017, and an area of 12,000 acres. The 
clerk of that parish wrote— 

“We had great need of decent cottages. 
The parish council are unanimously desirous of 
peor) sont the district council to carry out the 
Act of 1890, This is a district council which 
has already adopted Part 3 of the Act. There 
are tenants in view, each of them willing to 
give {7 for a new cottage with three bedrooms, 
and a gaiden twenty poles in extent. There 
are some large farmers and potato growers who 
are ratepayers in the parish, supporting a 
scheme for building six cottages, if it could be 
done without appreciable charge on the rates. 
The land is in a good situation, and would be 
suitable if it could be had at a fair price. 
Upon the parish council ascertaining the rate 
of inserest which would be charged on the 
loan (and which they knew would stop the rural 
district council from taking action) the parish 
council unanimously passed a Resolution de- 
clining to approach the district council, as it was 
impossible to build cottages which would pay 
their way upon money borrowed at 44 per cent. 
interest involving a rate of £4 17s. Ga. per £100 | 
for fifty years, including the repayment of the 
capital sum. The Resolution they adopted pro- 
ceeded : ‘Ifa loan could be negotiated at 3 or 3} 
per cent. cottages might be built to pay their 
way. It would be useless to apply to the district 
council to put in force the Housing of the 
Working Classes Acts until the Lora’s Com- 
missioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury granted 
easier terms for the loan of money for pericds 
of forty or fifty years.’ As to the need of 
houses, | have known of men earning 18s. per 
week unable to marry owing to lack of houses, 
In one case an applicant offered a furniture 
dealer who had cottage property a half year’s 
rent in advance, and an order for furniture 
with cash down if he would provide him witha 
house. The farmers in village districts will 
not oppose a good Bill offering little risk of 
loss to the rates,” 


He asked the careful attention of the 
Government to that important feature of 
this Bill. The Treasury Minute of 1904 
laid down that if money was borrowed 
for twenty years they had to pay 34 per 
cent., for thirty years 3? per cent., for 
rip years 4 per cent., and for fifty years 

i cent. That rate of interest was 
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much too high. In Belgium the Govern- 
ment loaned to workmen’s associated 
out of the funds of the National Savings 
Bank money at 3 per cent. to build 
houses. The funds of the National Sav- 
ings Bank were used for housing purposes 
in this way. The Belgian Government 
had loaned to workmen’s associations 
£2,500,000 sterling, ae. 10 per cent. of 
the saving banks’ funds, and they 
had not lost a single penny. If the 
Government of this country were to do 
the same they would at once place 
£16,000,000 at the disposal of town and 
country districts to deal with the housing 
problem, and he ventured to think that it 
would be the best-spent money that the 
House of Commons ever went in for. 
His hon. friend who moved the Second 
Reading of the Bill had dealt very well 
will all the important features of the 
measure. It contained a very important 
provision that four householders should 
he able to put the machinery into motion, 
It was an extremely important provision 
that when they took land by compulsion 
they would not have to pay an extra 10 
per cent. on the cost. That would enable 
them to get overa great many difficulties. 
There was a very valuable provision in 
Section 11 which provided that the parish 
committees should have power to build 
and afterwards to have the management 
ot those houses. He thought it was a 
very valuable provision that they would 
ibe able to alter the building by-laws as 
provided under this Bill. With respe:t 
to the provision for lending money to 
others tor building cottages, he thought 
they might very well add small hold- 
ings associations which were properly 
registered, and if they did he could 
assure them of a number of applica- 
tions from such associations in_ his 
district. He trusted that the facts which 
he had placed before the House would 
assist hon. Members in coming to a 
decision to support the Second Reading 
of this measure, and he hoped that the 
Government would give them facilities 
for getting on with this work at the 
sarliest possible moment. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second time. 
—(Mr. Mackarness.) 


Mr. ABEL SMITH (Hertfordshire, 
Hertford) congratulated the mover and 
seconder of this Bill upon the very 
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moderate tone which they had adopted. 
He agreed that the question of housing in 
the rural districts had a great deal to do 
with the state of things which they all 
deplored. Many bad cases of insufficient 
house accommodation had been men- 
tioned, but he thought it would be 
generally admitted that in many parts of 


the country there had been a marked im- | 


provement in the provision of housing for 
the working classes during recent years. 
He knew of a late owner of property who 
had beena Member of this House and who 
during a period of forty years had built 
upwards of 80 cottages,which he ventured 
to say would compare favourably with 
any labourers’ cottages in the country. At 
the present time he was the owner of | 
those cottages, and he was carrying on 


the same policy as far as he was able. | 


He knew there were in some districts a 
number of very bad cases. Even within | 
thirty or thirty-five miles from the House | 
of Commons he believed he could produce | 
almost as bad cases 
been mentioned in the debate. The 
speeches which had been delivered by the 


mover and seconder only proved what a | 
very complicated question this was, and | 


what careful attention it required before 
the House proceeded to deal with it. 
The case in Norfolk to which reference 


hal been made proved how powerless | 


district councils and local authorities 
were, oOWing either to their fault 
to their misfortune, to deal with very 
bad cases, 
with the cases in those districts, the | 
county councils concerned already had | 
some power under the present law, and 
he thought they ought to have 
some steps to bring about a better state 
of affairs. Perhaps he might claim some 


the 


authority to make a few remarks on this | | 


question, because he had had _ practical | 
experience from two points of view, viz., 
as an Owner of cottages in rural districts, | 
and as a member and chairman ofa rural | 
district council, which position he had | 
occupied for several years. Nobody who | 
had had such experience could deny 
that the housing problem was one of the 
most important questions with which 
Parliament had to deal. He thought 
they ought to remember that, however 
bad the condition of affairs with regard 
to housing might be in certain rural 
distriets, still even in places which hon. 
Members had mentioned they were really 
nothing like so bad as the conditions 
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as those which had | 


or | 


If it were possible to deal | 


taken | 
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under which the population lived in some 
parts of our great urban districts. The 
cases of overcrowding which had been 
mentioned, however detrimental they 
might be, as he knew they were, to the 
health and the morality of the people, 
were nothing like so bad as the cases 
of which they had read, and which, 
unfortunately, were so common in all 
our great centres of population. He did 
not think that was any reason at all why 
the House should not deal in a practical 
way with the bad state of housing which 
undoubtedly existed in some of the rural 
districts. He was sure the promoters 
would admit that this was a very long 
and complicated measure. Clause 7 occu- 
|pied nearly three pages of the Bill. 
| Although he had very great sympathy 
with the object of the promoters, he was 
not prepare d to say that he fully agreed 
with all the provisions of the measure. 
The procedure which this Bill proposed 
to substitute for that of the Act of 1890 





was fairly long and complicated, and 
| would require a great deal of con- 
‘sideration before they could properly 


decide whether it was the best way of 
dealing with the question. The hon. 
Member who seconded the Motion had 
referred to the difficulty which would 
_arise if a county council when appealed 
to should refuse to act, and he had 
admitted that in such a case affairs 
would come to a deadlock. That was 
/a point which ought to be very carefully 
considered by any Committee to which 


the Bill might be referred. It would 
be generally agreed, in view of the 
‘eases which had been mentioned 
showing the housing conditions in 
/some parts of the country, that an 
j}amendment of the law was _ neces- 
sary. They must also know that a 


great deal more could be done if rural 
| district councils would enforce the 
| present law more vigorously than they 
| did at present. But it should be remem- 
bered that these local authorities were 
not very strong bodies either financially 


or otherwise, and that in a great many 
cases it was almost impossible for 
'them to put Clause 3 of the Housing of 
| the Working Class Act into force 
without the prospect of imposing a 
heavy burden upon the ratepayers of the 





district. Where that was the case it 
could hardly he expected that a local 
authority would be very urgent in putting 
‘that part of the Act in force. A great 
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deal had been done under another part | 
of the Act of 1890 by rural district | 
councils in improving the condition of | 
cottages in their districts. He was con- 
nected with a council which, in a great | 
many cases, had served notices on the 
owners of insanitary cottages, and, after 
a little difficulty and delay perhaps, they 
had been able to force the owners to put 
the cottages in proper repair. In some | 
cases the cottages had been practically 
rebuilt and reroofed, and made fairly | 
satisfactory. As to the proposal in the 
3ill_ to allow rural district councils to | 
attach as much as three acres of land to 
each cottage, he was entirely in 
favour of increasing the number of small 
holdings, but he very much doubted 
whether this was the proper way of doing 
it. He had made some attempts himself 
in that direction, and had received very 
little encouragement from the men them- 
selves. He found there was very little 
desire on the part of the labourers to 
have more land than they had at present. 
His experience was that, where a man 
had a good large garden, and perhaps 
an allotment as well, he had as 
much land as he cared about having. 
He knew there was a strong feeling in 
favour of small holdings where special 
conditions prevailed, and where fruit- 
growing and industries of that sort could 
be profitably carried on. He thought 
that if rural district councils were to 
try, while improving housing accom- 
modation, to provide small holdings as 
well, their action would be rather 
impeded. In his opinion the councils 
would be wiser to confine themselves, 
in the first instance, at any rate, to the 
providing of better house accommodation 
where it was very bad. A great obstacle 
in this matter had been the difticulty of 
providing anything like decent houses 
at rents which ordinary working men 
could pay. It was very important in 
dealing with this matter to remember 
that in the greater part of the country 
cottages were not let at economic rents. | 
He believed the custom was increasing | 
of providing a man with a house as part 
of his wages, and not asking him to pay 
rent at all. In the immense majority of 
he believed that the ordinary 
working man in the rural districts paid 
something between £3 and £5 a year 
for his cottage. However cheaply, ac- 
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cording to modern ideas, these cottages 
might be built, it was almost impossible | 


Mr. Abel Smith. 





{COMMONS} Classes Acts Amendment Bill. 148 


for a local authority to build and let 
them at that rate without impos- 
ing a considerable burden on the rate- 
payers of the district. It would be 
absolutely useless for a rural district 
council to provide cottages to be let at 
rents considerably higher than £5 a 
year in order to make ends meet. He 
thought the real principle involved in 
this matter was that they ought to 
regard proper cottage accommodation as 
part of the equipment of any property or 
estate. It ought to be recognised as the 
primary duty of the man who received 
rent to provide proper accommodation 
for the labourers who worked on the land. 
It was absolutely necessary, before the 
rural district councils entered upon any 


building operations under the Act 
of 1890, or any amending — Act 


passed in the future, that they should 
have more power than they had at 
present to make representations, and 
to bring pressure to bear upon land- 
owners, large or small, to provide proper 
cottage accommodation for those who 
worked on their land.  Ditticulty arose 
when a man owning an estate, large or 
small, was absolutely unable, owing to 
his financial position, to build new 
cottages, and to provide proper accom- 
modation for his labourers. In those 
cases he thought the rural district council 
or some local authority should have such 
powers as were proposed in this Bill. He 
had no intention of opposing the Second 
Reading of the measure, he 
thought a case for it had been made 
out. He suggested that the Bill after 
Second Reading should be referred to a 
Select Committee, in order that the 
complicated matters involved, — and 
especially the financial question, might 
be carefully considered. It | was im- 
possible at the present period of the 
session to hope that the measure would 
become law this year, but if it 
were examined by a Select Committee, 
the measure might be brought forward 
in another year in a form which would 
be generally accepted by both sides ot 
the House, and which would have the 
effect of improving housing in the rura! 
districts throughout the country. 


heea use 


*Mr. BRODIE (Surrey, Reigate) said it 
was with real regret that he relinquished 
his membership of the rapidly diminish- 
ing band of new Members who had not 
yet addressed the House. He felt 
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somewhat of a deserter in descending 
into the silver stream of speech, but he 
comforted himself with the reflection 
that in decreasing their numbers he 
added to the distinction of his late 
companions on the sublime heights of 
golden silence. At the same time he 
felt constrained to claim the indulgence 
which the House had so generously 
accorded to many new Members in 
order to address it on a subject which 
he had most deeply at heart. He 
believed that he had the sympathy of the 
great majority of hon, Members in giving 
a general support to this Bill. There 
were, however, some points of detail 
which seemed to be open to criticism, 
and if certain Amendments were accepted 
in Committee he had no doubt that they 
would render the measure more efficient, 
while it would still meet with the approval 
of the great majority of the Members of 
the House. It seemed to him that as 
regards initial stages the alterations in 
procedure were altogether to the good. 
Thev had the advantage of either house- 
holders or the parish council being em- 
powered to act. If the rural council 
accepted such suggestions, and decided 
to put their powers into force, and if 
they obtained the necessary land and 
the necessary loan, all would apparently 
go as merrily as a marriage bell; 
but when it came to the question of 
obtaining land compulsorily where land 
was not otherwise obtainable, he had 
to confess that the Bill was complicated 
in its arrangements. He referred to the 
section by which, when powers of com- 
pulsion were needed, the rural district 
councilwas obliged to appeal to the county 
council to put in force these compulsory 
powers, with an appeal to the Local 
(rovernment Board. There was no reason 
why the rural district council should not 
have a right to go at once to the Local 
Government Board. The same argument 
applied to Section 8 in connection with 
the compulsory hiring of lands. Why 
Was it necessary to introduce the county 
council at all? The hon. Member 
for Hertford had some doubts in his mind 
as to the use of three acres of land for 
housing purposes, saying they were in- 
sutlicient for small holdings. But these 
three acres of land referred to had nothing 
to do with small holdings. There were 
many tural districts and parishes where 
it might be desirable to provide three acres 
of land with the cottages, and where 
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this could be done on reasonable terms 
what objection could there be to the 
rural district council having the right 
to do it? Then the hon. Gentleman 
opposite was very anxious about the 
burden which was to be placed on 
the rates by this measure. But he 
would point out that under Clause 12 of 
the Bill the district council had the 
power to let or lease the land which it 
had acquired. That was a very valuable 
provision, for it enabled the district 
council to inaugurate a scheme for house- 
building in connection with or in con- 
junction with local builders, building 
societies, and those persons who could 
not obtain land compulsorily, with a 
minimum of contingent risk to the 
ratepayer. Then Section 19 seemed 
to remove all objections which might 
be made to it by landowners. The 
poor landowner would now have such 
facilities for building through his oppor- 
tunity of obtaining loans, that it would 
not be necessary for the district councils 
to take action at all. As to Part IL, 
which dealt with appeals in default, he 
considered that this was the really weak 
spot in the Bill. Surely the machinery 
in regard to appeals in default should be 
much simpler than that which was fore- 
shadowed. The Bill did not sutticiently 
facilitate action. When a rural district 
council failed to take action upon a 
reyuest duly made, the parish council 
could appeal to the Local Government 
Board, which then made an inquiry, and 
might, if satisfied that a case for action 
existed, either act by mandamus or hand 
over the rights of the rural district 
council to the county council. He had 
no animus against the county councils, 
but they were already fully occupied, 
and to bring them in in a case of 
this sort was quite unnecessary. It 
would apparently be possible for the 
county council to do nothing, and there 
would be no further appeal. It was 
necessary that the housing question 
should be dealt with in country districts 
at once and practically. The question 
Was just as acute in those districts as it 
was in the towns. Little had been done 
under the Act of 1890, owing to the 
complication of the procedure. He hoped 
the Bill would be referred to a Committee, 
so that its provisions might be threshed 
out and might form the basis of legisla- 
tion, if not this year, at any rate next 


-year. A measure of this character 
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constituted an important part of the | 


deyolutionary legislation which was the 
greatest boon that that House could 
confer on the country. 


Mr. VIVIAN (Birkenhead) said he 
wished to support this Bill. He heartily | 
approved of the efforts of those who had | 
brought it in and of those who desired | 
to improve the housing of the people in 
the rural districts. He desired, how- 
ever, to make one criticism, and he | 
understood from the promoters that they | 
were not unwilling in Committee 
practically to meet his objection. The | 
Bill gave power to tramway and railway | 
companies to take advantage of the 
measure. He did not desire to cast 
any reflection on tramway or railway 
companies, or to suggest that they 
would abuse the power, but he thought 
it was undesirable that huge corpora- 
tions of this sort should be privileged to | 
borrow money cheaply, to some extent 
at any rate, at the expense of the pub- 
lic as a whole in order to house 
their employees. There were economic 
objections to that. He saw no reason 
why wealthy corporations should have 
the aid o the House’ to borrow 
money at something below the market 


rate. But that was not the strongest 
objection. His strongest objection was 


a social one. He thought it undesir- 


able that huge corporations of — this 
sort, who occasionally had disputes 


with their employees, should have it in 
their power to turn their employees out 
of their houses. It was quite natural 


that in such a warfare these cor- 
porations should take advantage of 
the opportunity, but he suggested 


that the House should not deliberately 
take steps to strengthen the power of one 
side in a struggle of that sort by enabling | 
them to borrow money for the erection 
of houses for their employees. He 
believed the promoters were not unwilling 
to meet bim on that point, and he had 
very little doubt they would get over 
the difficulty. With regard to the main 
question he felt that a satisfactory Small 
Holdings Act and a satisfactory Rural 
Housing Act were two of the most 
important Acts that the House could 
pass for the benefit of the agricultural 
districts of the country, and the 
more they could perfect such Acts 


the further they would get towards 
solving the double problem, of retaining 
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a larger proportion of the population 
in the rural districts and of giving that 
population chances which were of vital 
importance from the point of view of 


character and stamina, not only of 
healthier physical conditions but of 
economic independence, which was 


nearly as important. No individual 
could be independent so long as he was 


economically dependent on other persons. 


That was one of the grounds of his 
opposition to this clause. The Bill made 
it possible to provide healthy housing 
accommodation for the agricultural 
labourers independently of the landlords 
or farmers who employed them. With 
regard to the economic aspect, he thought 
that it was quite possible, with two satis 
factory Acts of the kind he had indicated, 
to prove that money could be invested in 
the enterprise of supplying houses for the 
rural districts, if that housing was com- 
bined with satisfactory arrangements for 
the provision of small holdings. — It was 
possible to show that that could be done 
on a sound business basis, and it was 
important they should not extend philan- 
thropic aid too far in this direction, 
otherwise they were bound to he limited 
in their operations. He believed that 
with the facilities that the Bilt would give 
to industrial and provident societies to 
make experiments in this direction, 
in the course of a few years they would 
be able to show more small holdings and 
healthier housing accommodation — for 
workers connected with villages, and he 
believed it would be possible to achieve 
that end without placing any financial 
burden upon the public. He held that 
this was one of the healthy ways in 
which they could solve a number of social 
problems, Some proposals which had been 
put before the House were mere plasters 
for the sore, and did not get at the root 
problem in such a healthy way as to set 
at work influences which would inevitably 
and automatically solve the difficulty. 
This kind of proposal put within the 
reach of the workman himself the mean: 
of working out his own redemption. He 
hoped that the Bill would go through 
with the hearty support of every Mem- 
ber, and that it would be amended in 
Committee in the way he had suggested. 
Properly amended, he believed that no 
hetter Bill would have gone through the 
House, and that they would have done a 
great deal to improve the economic 
position of the workers. Large numbers 
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had left the country and come to London, | 
because there had been no hope of their | 
being able to say they possessed them- | 
selves or that they were able to think and | 
work out their own lives according to | 
their innate powers. It was because he 
believed the Bill would inspire such a 
hope that he heartily supported the 
Second Reading. 


‘Mr. SILCOCK (Somersetshire, Wells) 
also. desired to support the Second 
Reading of the Bill. He had, he said, 
had practical experience of the working 
of the existing Acts in an urban area and 
was also acquainted with the difficulty 
which existed in rural districts as to 
the application of the Acts. As chairman 
of a housing committee, he had seen the 
effects of clearing a slum district. He 
had seen how the habits of the people 
who formerly lived in an overcrowded 
area changed, and the work had been 
most beneficial upon the habits and 
the health of the people. He re- 
membered seeing a chart prepared by 
the medical officer of health as to the 
state of a district before and after a 
scheme had been carried out. Before 
the scheme was carried out the chart was 
covered with black spots, indicating 
cases of consumption, but that same 
chart, after the clearance had been 
effected and the new dwellings built, 
showed very few black spots, proving 
that the disease had been almost 
stamped out of the area by building 
proper houses for the people. Sugges- 
tions had been made by hon. Gentlemen 
on the Opposition side of the House that 
overcrowding was not as bad in the rural 
districts as in the urban districts, but 
if hon. Members would only — ex- 
amine the figures given at the last 
census in regard to rural districts, 
they would find that rural over- 
crowding was a very serious matter. 
He knew that in one rural district, 
in the constituency which he had 
the honour to represent there were 227 
cottages of only two rooms, and in 
those cottages two of the families 
numbered seven ; in six cases the family 
numbered six; in eight, five, and in 
twelve four. These figures showed 
that there was certainly overcrowding. 
Taking the figures from the same district 
in regard to three-roomed cottages, of 
which there were 367, he found that in 
one of these at the time of the census 


| found that in 
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there was a family of twelye—obviously 
a case of overcrowding of a very serious 
nature. In four of those cottages were 
families of ten ; in two, families of nine, 
and in three families of eight. Thus he 
one rural district there 
were between 6U0 and 700 people living 
under conditions which might properly be 
described as overcrowded. He supported 
the Bill because it did something to 
stimulate the action of local authorities. 
We had had Housing Acts in existence 
for some time, and mention had already 
been made of the fact that they had not 
been taken advantage of. All who had 
had experience knew that it was 
ditticult to induce local authorities to take 
action under the existing Acts, but the 
provision made by this Bill under 
which four ratepayers might appeal to 
the Local Government Board would be a 
very valuable one in case the authority 
was not disposed to move in the matter, 
He thought it would be found that 
one reason why authorities had been 
slow to move in this matter was 
that they feared that it would 
involve a very heavy charge upon 
the rates, and authorities were slow 
to inflict any additional charge of 
that character. This was undoubtedly so 
under the existing Acts, and under a 
scheme of which he himself hadexperience, 
it had been found impossible to build 
without a charge upon the rates, because 
they were not permitted to have a loan 
for what they regarded, and he believed 
the House now regarded, as a reasonable 
period. If the loan could be extended 
over something like sixty years, then the 
authority would have a much _ better 
chance of building without making a 
heavy charge upon the rates of the 
district. There was another clause in 
the Bill which would be of great benefit 
to small authorities. That was Clause 
12, under which permission would be 
given to a local authority to acquire land, 
and then to lease it to builders, or com- 
panies, or societies who might be willing 
to erect houses. Under that clause the 
authority would not incur any very 
serious financial responsibility, for they 
simply acquired the land, and, in many 
cases, there were individuals, companies, 
or societies who would be willing to 
build, if only it was possible for them 
to acquire land. The Bill would 
meet such cases. The Bill would also 
meet the financial difficulty in another 
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way. Although it might not be 
possible to erect a cottage and let it 
at such a rent as would repay the 
interest, still, if there was a fair area of 
land allotted to the cottage, the cottage 
and the land together might be let at 
such a rent that the authority need not 
lose money upon the whole transaction. 
If the Bill was carried through and _ this 





was allowed to be done it would induce | 


many local authorities to take 
matter up. There was another valuable 
clause in the Bill, and that was the one 
giving power to the Local Govern- 
ment Board to alter by-laws affecting 
these workmen's houses. Members of local 
authorities had found that even the 
Local Government Board was not always 
dispozed to alter these by-laws, and, 
speaking from personal experience, he 
had found that the cost of housing 
was materially increased by the condi- 
tions laid down by the Local Govern- 
ment Board—conditions which did not 
always appear to be necessary. All 
who had had experience in these hous- 
ing schemes would agree that one 
very good effect was that when better 
houses were erected in a district the 


the | 


whole standard of building in a district | 


was raised, He supported the Second 


Reading. 


Mr. LYELL (Dorsetshire, FE.) said he | 
desired cordially to support the Second | 
Reading of this Bill, because he thought | 
that if passed it would do a_ great | 


deal of good. He believed it was far 
more a Small Holdings Bill than a Housing 


of the Working Classes Bill, and there- 


fore would create a condition of things | 


that many desired to see. 
three acres, and the temptation was to 
give him as much as _ possible, he could 


many wished to see, a small holder first, 
and a labourer afterwards. 


If a man had | 
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the house was given as part of the 
wages. That, in his opinion, was a 
thoroughly vicious system. He under- 
stood that the hon. Member proposed to 
encourage that system still further, but 
he ventured to differ absolutely from 


him. He believed it ought to be got rid 
of. It had a strong taint of truck about 


it, and until that system was got rid of 
and the wages of the labourers were 
raised to such an extent that they could 
pay an economic rent this problem of hous- 
ing would not be solved, Let them fix the 
economic rent on the basis of the cost of 
the house,and when that was done compel 
the labourer to pay that rent, and compel 
his master to pay him such wages as 
would enable him to do so. At the 
present time the question was approached 
from the wrong point of view, namely, 
that the labourer could not pay a 
proper rent because his wages were 
too low. From that point of view he 
could not see that this Bill was going to 
solve the problem of housing the labourers 
in the rural districts, but he welcomed 
it, because he thought it went a long way 
to solve the problem of the provision of 
small holdings. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) said 
there were many hon. Members on both 
sides of the House who would welcome 
this Bill because, as one hon. Member had 
said, it was a real remedy and not a mere 
plaster, as most so-called remedies were. 
As had been said, it was a matter of 
vital importance to better the — con- 
dition of our country population. It 
was increasingly hard, as every Member 
for a county division knew, to keep the 
country population from the temptations 
and excitement of town life. If the pure 


‘and simple life of the country, by which 
work that piece of land in his spare time. | 
Che proper cultivation of three acres of 
land would occupy the greater portion of a | 
man’s time, and he would become, what | 


This Bill, in | 


his opinion, did not solve the problem of | 


housing at all, That question would not 
be solved until it was tackled from an 
economic point of view. The question of 
housing was determined by two factors— 
the cost of building a house and the rent 
that could be paid for it. The rents in 


rural districts, as they all knew, were ex- 
tremely low, and as the hon. Member for 
Hertford had pointed out, in some cases 


Mr. Silcoch. 


| 


alone the physique of our people could be 
preserved, was to be brought back, it 
could only be done by improving the 
conditions of life in the country. The 
old argument of leaving this housing 
question to private enterprise was now 
happily seldom advanced, Private enter- 
prise might act in the housing of the 
large populations of towns, but it failed 
entirely in the country, and there was 
nowhere where it had failed more utterly 
than in Treland. The Bill did not apply 
to Ireland, but he hoped some assurance 
would be given by the Government in 
their reply that similar legislation would 
be extended to Ireland, where it was 
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needed by the labourers even more 
acutely than in England and Scotland. 
If he could get some promise from the 
Government that legislation of this 
character, too long delayed, would be 
promoted for the benefit of Ireland, he 
would most earnestly support this Bill 
and all similar legislation. 


*Mr. W. H. LEVER (Cheshire, Wirral) 
suid all were agreed that there was 
ho question so interesting at the present 
moment as this question of the housing 
of the working classes. But while in 
great sympathy with this measure he 
would like to inquire whether if the thirty- 
three Bills passed in the last fifty years 
had produced no result, was it certain that 
this Bill would carry things much further ? 
The building by-laws which Parliament 
had imposed had restricted building 
operations, for many of the by-laws, while 
necessary for congested districts, were 
not applicable to rural districts, and 
he suggested there should be some relief 
given to rural districts in that respect. 
The Bill would enable rural district 
councils themselves to build houses, and 
it was proposed that money should be 
horrowed at 25 per cent., if approved of 
hy the Local Government Board, not- 
withstanding that it was admitted that 
that was a rate of interest at which 
the Government themselves could not 
borrow. That was to say, that the 
money should be lent at a loss. The 
immediate effect of housebuilding by 
local authorities under those conditions 
would be that the houses so built would 
enter into direct competition with those 
Imuilt by building societies and private 
builders. 


*\In. MACKARNESS said that if the 
hon. Member read the section of the Bill 
he would find that loss by the Govern- 
ment was provided against. 


*Mr. W. H. LEVER said if 24 per cent. 
was approved by the Local Government 
Board the money would be provided at 
that rate. If it was not the intention to 
advance the money at a rate of interest 
of which the Local Government Board 
approved he failed to see the object of 
introducing the figure. 


*Mr. MACKARNESS : The words of 
the section are— 
“Any loan by the Public Works Loan 


Commissioners for the purposes aforesaid shall | to the builder's requirements. 
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bear interest at the rate of 24 per centum per 
annum, or such other rate as may, in the 
| judgment of the Commissioners of the 
| Treasury, be necessary in order to enable 


| the loan to be made without loss to the 


| Exchequer.” 


*Mr. W. H. LEVER said that in that 
case it was a little misleading to put in 
any figureat all. It had certainly misled 
him and no doubt it had misled others 
as well. But whatever the rate of borrow- 
ing might be, the local authority would 
enter into direct competition with indi- 
vidual builders and societies and would 
be doing something which would dis- 
tinctly discourage the building of houses 
by those builders and building societies, 
because those societies would feel that 
they were competing against their own 
local authority, and if in that competition 
they were successful the effect would be 
that they themselves would have to share 
in the loss that would fall upon the rates. 
Another aspect had been referred to by 
the hon. Member for Birkenhead, and that 
was that if employers in any district 
could throw the burden of providing 
houses for their people on the local 
authority it would be to their advantage ; 
but he did not think that a local authority 
should make such a provision to satisfy 
a demand, and in rural districts the 
landowner should provide for housing 
as part of the equipment of his land. 
He believed the remedy for this state 
of things was much easier than people 
thought. The housing question must be 
dealt with. They could not go on allow- 
ing the people to live in the way in 
which they were living at the present 
time on the land. It destroyed health 
and increased the death rate, and we 
should not retain our position as a great 
nation unless that condition of things 
was remedied. The great difficulty in 
the housing problem both in town and 
country was the land question. The 
small builder found the greatest difficulty 
in getting a small quantity of land. 
He might buy wholesale, but that was 
beyond the means of his capital and 


the needs of the district, and the 
acquisition of land for two or three 
cottages was surrounded with  diffi- 


culties ; the freeholder was not disposed 
'to cut off a small piece of his property 
'from his estate in order that two or 
three cottages might be built, and fees 
/and costs were out of all proportion 


Then, 
F 
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again, land might only be worth £50 | 
an acre, as agricultural land, but if a_ 
small portion of that land was required | 
to build cottages upon, it became imme- | 
diately worth £20 a year in the shape 
of ground rents. If, however, the Bill 
were so amended in Committee that 
a loval authority should have increased 
facilities for acquiring land and leasing it 
in small quantities to suit the require- 
ments of builders, that would go a long 
way towards removing difficulties. Powers 
might be given to advance money on 
mortgage at a low rate of interest, and 
the money advanced, taking the form of 
ground-rent, would encourage building 
and there would not be competition with 
individual builders or holding up of land 
for speculative purposes. A man in a 
village having saved £50, and desiring to 
build himself a house, might go to his 
district or parish council, get a strip of 
land upon which he proposed to put up a 
cottage at a cost of £200. He would be 
able to get an advance of, say, half the 
cost of building his cottage and to raise by 
mortgage in the ordinary way a further 
amount. The building of such a house 
in the district by the man himself would 
stimulate the building of houses on a 
sound basis, and it was in the reach of all. 
Such a system would have this increased 
advantage over the system of building 
by the local authorities, that whereas, if 
the local authority built the houses them- 
selves and the houses became vacant no 
rents would be received for them, and a 
sinking fund had to be provided to pay | 
for the cost of building them ; in the other 
case they would be in the position that 
without finding money for the building 
they would have increased the rateable 
value of the district. These cottages with 
their one acre of ground would probably 
be rated at £10 per annum each, and the 
local authority would have people in 
them able to pay the rates. So that the 
rates on those cottages would be a great 
source of revenue to the district. While. 
supporting the Second Reading of the 
Bill, he hoped that in Committee close 
investigation would be given to the 
policy of giving increased powers to the 
local authority to acquire land, and to 
make mortgage advances for building, 
but not to conduct the building of the 
houses. 


{COMMONS} 


_were best for those plans. 
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from the point of view of the utilisation 
of land for small holdings as well as from 
the point of view of housing. The 
question of the utilisation of land for 
small holdings was a question of only 
partial interest. It was much more 
applicable to certain districts than to 
the whole of the country. The question 
of good and cheap houses was one of 
universal interest and of very real im- 
portance. He imagined it would cost a 
great deal of money, if this Bill was 
carried out, to remedy the evils from 
which the country suffered, and if the 
Local Government Board found a difficulty 
in assenting to the local authority finding 
all the money required it might assist 
them in new ways. Work done by local 
authorities was apt to be more expensive 
on the whole than work done by private 
enterprise. Such work could only com- 
pete with the work done by individuals 
if it were done as cheaply and as efliciently, 
or more efficiently. The greater portion 
of the work done by local authorities was 
apt to be done ona costly basis. This 
was an aspect of the question which the 
Local Government Board would do well 
to investigate. They might provide ex- 
pert advice for local authorities interested 
in this subject. There was one study in 
which he had taken a very great interest, 
and that was the question of silk culture, 
and he had noticed that in Germany 
experts were provided by the Govern 
ment to give advice to communities and 
individuals who embarked in that indus- 
try. If it was decided to give local 
authorities larger powers, then it certainly 
would be desirable for the Local Govern- 
ment Board to provide them with expert 
advisers. The Local Government Board 
might also do a great deal of good by 
engaging in enterprises and exhibitions 
which would act as object lessons to 
those who proposed to put the provisions 
of the Bill into operation. He thought, 
for instance, the exhibition at Letchworth 
was an excellent thing. Although it did 
not produce a cheap house it produced a 
good house. The main question in a 
matter of this kind was that the material 
should be satisfactory, and he thought 
the Local Government Board might bring 
the attention of local authorities to suit- 
able plans and the use of materials which 
A great deal 


depended upon railway communications 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith | 


Burghs) said this Bill had been supported | 
Mr. W. H. Lever. 


and transport facilities, but local author- 
ities or individuals did not  sutticiently 
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appreciate the fact that of the great | 


these buildings because, if these houses 


majority of the materials which could be | were put up so as to provide cheaper 


used in the construction of cheap build- | 


ings, those were usually best and cheapest 
which were to be found in the neighbour- 
hood. Some hon. Members had drawn 


attention to the fact that it was necessary | 


to avoid a charge upon the rates. That 
was one of the reasons why it 
was necessary to give consideration 


to the points which he had just raised. 


It was necessary to avoid a heavy charge | 
upon the rates, but he did not think | 


that that charge could be avoided if the 
system of building in England was 
adopted for this purpose. It was inter- 
esting to note the difference between the 
building systems of England and Scotland 
where it was not difficult to get a cheap 
house. If the local authorities were to 
do their work with the utmost advan 
tage and to carry out the objects of 
this Bill, they would be glad of all the 
help the Local Government Board could 
give them. 


*Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme) said that all were desirous of alle- 
viating the great misery of the working 
classes in this regard, and how great that 
misery was was shown by the speech of 
the hon. Member for North West Norfolk. 
How far did this Bill take them, however, 
in that direction? He considered that 
no Bill, however excellent, would induce 
local authorities to put any extra charge 
on the present rates. When the provi- 
sions of this Bill were carried out, who was 
ultimately going to get the benefit? The 
present difficulty arose from the fact that 
the rural landowners of this country 
would not invest their money in putting 
up new cottages, because they found 
those cottages could not pay. The idea 
of this Bill was that the State should take 
up the duty of the landlord and put up 
these cottages, ultimately for the benefit 
of the landlord. They all admitted that 


the evil was very great, and it required | 


aremedy ; they did want more houses ; 
but he thought that if the State had to 
come in and do the work which the 
landlord ought to have done, then the 
landlords should be made to pay for it. 
He asked that if there was any charge on 
the rates for building these houses, that 


charge should be put on to a special | 


rate to be based on the unimproved 
value of the land in that district or 
parish. 


The landlord got the benefit of | 


houses for the labouring classes, the 
labouring classes would receive a lower 
wage, of which the landlord ultimately 
got the benefit. Secondly, supposing one 
could double the number of houses in 
any particular parish, it was obvious 
that the value of the land would 
immediately go up. Because, if the 
number of the houses and the population 
were doubled, although they might not 
double the value of the land, the value of 
the land would certainly be improved. 
As the value of the land was improved 
the State might come in under this Bill 
and recoup itself by the means-which he 
had suggested. The State could not 
recover for itself the benefit conferred by 
its expenditure until it was able to tax 
land values. They could not hope to get 
anything but a temporary palliative for 
this permanent evil so long as the State 
allowed others to reap the benefit of its 
efforts. 


*CAPTAIN HERVEY (Bury St. 
Edmunds) said he could not for a 
moment admit that the statement made 
by the hon. Member for Newcastle- 
under-Lyme was accurate. Noticing that 
this Bill was coming before the House 
to-day and having some experience of 
the rural districts he had looked up a 
few figures in order to put before the 
House the state of things on an estate 
near his own constituency. Some of the 
cottages on that estate were let at rentals 
of as high as £5 per annum, and some 
as low as 50s.; that was when they were 
not given free. The average rental of 
these cottages for the past three years 
was £420, and the average annual cost of 
repairs done to them during the same 
period was £640, and the land- 
owner paid all rates. He would like 
to know where the advantage to the 
landlord came in there. It was perfectly 
well known in the rural districts that if 
a labourer owned one of these small 
cottages he had it for a certain time and 
then he mortgaged it. He did very 
little repairs to it, and when it was in 


so tumble-down a condition that he 
could no longer jive in it, he was 


only too glad to get some landlord to 
take it off his hands to spend money 
in putting it into repair and let it 
back to him at the rent common in the 
district. And good landlords did take 
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over 


back to these men, andthe majority of | 


the rural landlords of England were good 
landlords. He had also had some little 
experience of the opinions of rural authori- 
ties as to the building of cottages. The 
chairman of the parish council of his dis- 
trict came to him one day and said he 
thought it would be a good thing if the 
council were to build houses for the 
labouring classes _ themselves. He 
agreed with the chairman of the parish 
council that it would be a good thing if 
they could make it a financial suecess, and 
he suggested that he had better go and 
consult with the council and see whether 
that could be done. A short time after- 
wards that gentleman came back to him 


and said they had = discussed — the 
matter, and had found that it was 


absolutely impossible to build cottages 
that could be let advantageously 
at anything like the rents at which 
cottages were now being let in the 
district. He himself took a great 
interest in this matter, and should like to 
see it taken out of the sphere of Party 
politics. He did not like to see a Bill of 
this kind treated on the basis of a Jand- 
lords’ and tenants’ Bill; he should like to 
see it dealt with on national lines. There 
was another small point raised: the 
question of three acres round the cottage. 
In some parts of the country that might 
be an advantage, it depended upon the 
value of the land for market garden 
purposes ; but his experience was that if 
they had a small garden allotment round 
the house that was all the labourers 
wanted. They liked to grow their vege- 
tables and fruit and things of that sort, 
but they did not want more. He had 
noticed that when they had obtained 
an allotment and at the same time 
had a garden round the house they often 
gave up the allotment, and the allot- 
ment had to be taken up by a person who 
probably had a farm besides. He had 
had the experience of building a pair of 
cottages which he thought would be 
suitable to the needs of working-men. 
They were not ornamental cottages, but 
they were substantially built and in such 
a manner that they would not require 
much repair for many years to come. 
They were cottages with three bed- 
rooms, a kitchen and living room and usual 
offices, and fireplaces in two of the bed- 
rooms. ‘The actual cost of those cottages 


was £620 the pair, and they had since 
Captain Hervey. 


{COMMONS} 


these properties and let them| cost £72 for digging a well and for 
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fencing and stocking the gardens. They 
were let at £4 10s. apiece, £9 per annum 
the two. That was not exactly what 
might be termed a financial success, but 
it gave some idea of what one expected 
to find when they went into the question 
of housing the working classes from the 
financial point of view. It was suggested 
in this bill that local authorities should 
have power to acquire land and to lease 
it, but if they were going to do that, why 
not lease the land from the landlord who 
in many cases would be only too glad to 
lease it? Why always go for the land- 
lords in this way ? He hoped to see this 
matter dealt with on national lines. 


Mr. STRAUSS (Berkshire, Abingdon) 
said that the promoters of the Bill did 
not for a moment claim that it was a 
perfect Bill, but only that it was an 
honest attempt to deal with this griey- 


ance, and that it was a Bill upon 
which the collective wisdom of the 
House could be brought to — bear. 


The House would lay themselves open 
to a very serious charge if they did 
not deal with this question. He knew 
of many villages where there was not 
sutlicient cottage accommodation. He 
knew of men who had to walk eight 
miles to their work. He knew of 
where farmers could not em- 
ploy the amount of labour they other- 
wise would because they could not 
get cottage accommodation. He received 
only the other day a letter from the 
vicar of a parish in North Berkshire in 
which he said that, so far as that district 
was concerned, there were four farms 
without a cottage upon them, that the 
labourers had to seek cottages where they 
could and that the cottages themselves 
were very bad. This was only one instance 
of many in various parts of the country. 
Anyone who had had any experience 
of village life knew there were many 
cottages not fit for human habitation, 
and that if the unfortunate occupants 
were turned out they would not be able 
to find a house to live in except the 
workhouse. It was, he thought, to their 
credit that they would put up with any 
inconvenience rather than go to the 
workhouse. 


cases 


If the Bill was to be of 
any practical use the conditions and 
terms for borrowing money must 
not be too stringent or too onerous, 
and the powers of the rural district. 
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council must necessarily be great. The | 
hon. Member for Bury St. Edmunds had | 
said there were plenty of good landlords, | 
and he quite agreed with him, but, 
unfortunately, there were many land- 
lords who had not the means to build | 
these cottages, and they could not expect 
the tenant farmers to go in for building 
operations in the present uncertain and, 
to his mind, rather unsatisfactory state of | 
land tenure in this country. They ran | 
quite enough risk already in sinking their 

capital in other people’s land in ordinary | 
farming operations. Rates and taxes 

were very high in many rural districts. | 
He had some personal experience, and | 
realised that they must be careful that | 
the conditions for borrowing money were 

such as could be easily complied with, and | 
that the other terms for erecting cottages 
could also be carried out, otherwise there 
would be a difficulty in putting this 
measure into operation. It was, after 
all, a national question, and he would say 
that if a loss did arise from the operations 
of the Bill it should be borne, at least to 
some extent, by the Exchequer. He was 
afraid the question of rating and taxing 
lay at the bottom of many of our rural 
problems. Farming and rural industries 
generally already bore very great burdens, 
and unless they recognised this question 
as being a national one and looked to the 
National Exchequer for some relief he 
did not think they would make much 
progress. He considered that this 
question had got far beyond the stage 
ior tampering and tinkering. It called 
for some organised attempt to settle the 
people on the land away from the degrad- 
ing influences and temptations of our big 
cities. 
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of the qualifications mentioned ; but, 
instead of costing £620, they only cost 
£306. 


*CAPTAIN HERVEY: Mine were, of 
course, open to tender, according to 
specifications. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
that his were also. Although they were 
not exactly the same specifications they 
fulfilled all the conditions stated by the 
hon. and gallant Member. Certainly sc 
far as general description went they were 
identical, though no doubt those referred 
to by the hon. and gallant Member were 
more expensive and were better built, 
but he hoped his would last as long. Of 
course, what was wanted was not an 
expensive cottage, and what it was hoped 
to get as a result of this Bill was not a 
cottage which was perfectly ideal, but a 
cottage that was fit to live in. It was 
scarcely true to say that there was as 
bad housing accommodation in the 
towns as in the country. There was 
more overcrowding in the towns, but he 
ventured to say there was no house in 


any town in which it was impossible 


to stand up in the bedroom. That was a 
very common thing in the poor districts 
in the country. Any Bill that would 
tend to do something to prevent such 
places being usec as habitations would 


‘be doing a great humanitarian work, 


He wished to find fault with one 
or two things in the Bill. Reading 


through the long processes that would 
have to take place for the acquisition of 
land under Clause 7 one was reminded of 
a certain Act that was passed by, he 
believed, a Conservative Government a 


| good many years ago, giving compulsory 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield) said the House 
had heard many opinions of this Bill, 
and most interesting speeches had been 
delivered on both sides. He did not 
propose to go deeply into the subject, | 
but rather to touch on one or two of the 
faults of the Bill. All must be in favour | 
of its general principles. One of the most 
interesting contributions to the debate 
had been that of the hon. and gallant | 
Member for Bury St. Edmunds, but he | 
should like to correct some of the figures | 
the hon. and gallant Member had given. 
He himself had built cottages within ten | 
miles of the hon. and gallant Member's | 
projects, and they had fulfilled everyone ! 


gallotments. That Act 


powers of acquirin 


| had, he believed, been put into force on 


one occasion only, and that was in Nor- 
folk, on land which was very poor and 
worth nothing like £20 an acre. When 
the local authority had got possession of 
the land they found it had cost them £60 
an acre. The process suggested in 


| Clause 7 was almost identical with that 


under the Act he had mentioned. What 
was required was some drastic process, 
if the land were really wanted for public 
purposes, whereby there should be a simple 


| reference to a public department which 


should value the land and give the order for 
making it over. The good landlord was 
only too willing to give a piece oi land 
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But they 
had to deal with bad landlords, who 
constituted the difficulty, though even 
worse, perhaps, were the impecunious 
landlords who had no power to deal with 
their properties because they were tied 
up. What they had to do was to take 
such land from the owner’s hands for 
the public advantage. Clause 7 would 
have to be drastically altered in Com- 
mittee if the purchase of land for the 
public good was to be made simple and 
inexpensive. There was no doubt that 
the housing question in the rural districts 
was one of the great problems of the 
day. It was one of the great causes 
of the difficulties in agriculture, be- 
vause in many places the tarmer could 
not obtain an adequate supply of 
labour, and he believed that in nine 
cases out of ten the supply had been 
reduced and kept down by the want of 
decent houses in which workmen could 
live. Many other troubles were brought 
about by bad housing in the rural dis- 
tricts, and anything that could be done 
to help to remedy the evil ought to 
he done. The Bill was no doubt an at- 
tempt to do something in that direction, 
but what was really necessary was to make 
the compulsory powers of acquiring land, 
whether by local authorities or anybody 
else so long as it was for the public 
benefit of the neighbourhood, very much 
better and cheaper than anything men- 
tioned in the Bill. He was glad that 
the Bill had been introduced, because 
it opened up this very important subject, 
and he hoped something very drastic 
would be done to help the housing of 
the working classes. 


Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, S.) 
said he desired to say very few words. 
First, he wished to support the sugges- 
tion that the Bill, after the Second Read- 
ing, should be referred to a Select Com- 
mittee. If it were dealt with by the 
Committee of the Whole House or referred 
to one of the Grand Committees it would 
have no possible chance of passing into 
law this session, but if referred to a 
Select Committee, they would at least 
have its careful examination by an expert 
Committee, which, he hoped, might lead 
to some conclusion another — session. 
Those who had brought in this Bill were 
entitled to the thanks of the 


for although the measure contained 
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House, | 
| to 


many weak points and required con-. 
Mr, Courtenay Warner. 
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siderable amendment, it had _ given 
rise to a valuable discussion and brought 
the question of rural housing somewhat 
nearer to a solution. The hon. mover of 
the Second Reading had said with truth 
that the great bulk of legislation deal- 
ing with this subject had proceeded 
from Conservative Governments. The 
hon. Gentleman had proceeded to point 
out that the last measure which sought to 
deal with the question had had practically 
no effect, and that his object was to remedy 
that and to do in rural districts what had 
already been done to some extent in 
urban districts. He would mention one 
matter in which the Bill would have to 
be amended. The promoters and the 
draftsman of the measure had fallen into 
the common misuse of the terms “ rural 
district” and “rural authority.” As a 
matter of fact, a great many districts in 
the country properly described as urban 
for local government purposes were really 
rural in character, and as they required 
legislation of this kind as much as rural 
districts, it would he necessary, by some 
alteration of terms, to bring them within 
the scope of the Bill. He might claim to 
have had some personal experience of the 
subject of rural housing in his own part 
of the country, besides the advantage of 
ten years’ service at the Local Government 
Board, and he knew of no subject as to 


which there were so many fallacies. 
One hon. Gentleman to-day had_ had 
the hardihood to say that one of 
the difficulties in the way of rural 


housing was that rural by-laws with 
respect to building were too strict, and 
that for that the Local Government Board 
was to blame. As a matter of fact, the 
building by-laws were of the most 
moderate character, and at any rate, if 
they were excessive, the fault lay not 
with the Local Government Board, but 
with the local authority. He could 
say that during the ten years he was 
responsible for the Department the only 
alterations required in rural by-laws were 
in the direction of securing that the 
cottages were fit for human habitation 
Moreover, in the great majority of the 
670 unions of the country there were no 
by-laws of any sort or kind in force. In 
his judgment they might pass os 
many Acts as they liked — confer- 
ring powers upon local authorities 
to obtain land on easier terms and 
build, but those Acts would not 
be effective until they made a much 
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wider change. He was aware that it was 
a favourite belief of supporters of the 
Government that the majority of 
landowners, or, at any rate, a large 
number of them, were very great sinners. 
| MINISTERIAL cries of “‘ No.”] At all 
events, they said so, and he would give 
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them the credit of saying what they | 


thought. It had been conceded, however, 
hy some hon. Members on the Ministerial 
side of the House with great generosity 
and nothing else than truth, that the 


great bulk of the landowners in this | 


country had done their duty, and the fact 
had been placed on record by a most 
interesting inquiry held throughout the 
country by one of the leading newspapers, 
which did not favour the political opinions 
of the Opposition, or of the bulk of the 
landowning class, that the evil did not 
arise from neglect of their duties on 
the part of the landlords. | Netwith- 
standing these facts, the suggestion had 
heen made that even though a resident 
landlord had provided the cottages 
necessary to his estate, he should be 
specially rated in order to make up for 
the shortcomings of a neighbouring 
proprietor who was probably an absentee. 
During the quarter of a century he had sat 
in the House he had heard many amazing 
suggestions, but he had never heard one 
more astonishing or more unjust than 
that. The difficulty that had to be faced 
was one of pounds, shillings, and pence. 
That difficulty would always face them 
when they approached the question of 
housing in the rural districts. The ques- 
tion in the urban districts was totally 
different. There were diflicu!ties in regard 
to the land question in urban districts, 


but in 99 per cent of the rural 
districts a man who would spend 
his capital in providing cottages at 


the normal rents of the locality would 
find no difiiculty in getting land upon 
which to build them. He had built a 
good many cottages in his time, and he 
should sav that both £300 and £600, 
the sums which had been mentioned 
to-day, were wide of the mark. He 
should say that a mean of the two figures 
was much nearer the actual sum. It 
would not return onan average more 
ls. or 1s. 6d. a week in rent. In districts 
where wages did not reach £1 a week 
no more than Is. or Is. 6d. could be got 
per week for rent, and at the outside 2s. 
He would put it at 2s., and the cost of 
the cottage at £400. It had been 
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suggested that three acres of land should 
be added to the cottage in order to obtain 
more rent. But in his experience these 
allotments were not at all popular, because 
the labourers thought they would get a 
better return from their labour by selling 
it to an employer than by spending it 
onan allotment. It would be found all 
over the country that tenants were 
giving up their allotments. He cid not 
say there were not plenty of labourers 
who were glad to have allotments as a 
convenience for providing vegetables for 
home consumption, but where rent was 
to be paid for allotments they were given 
up, because it was not found profitable 
to cultivate them. Until the pounds, 
shillings, and pence question was ap- 
proached in a practical form they would 
do little to solve the question, and the 
Bill did not touch the real difficulty. 
It proposed to retain the district council 
area as that over which the cost was 
to be spread. Unless they largely ex- 
tended the area they would never have 
the spending power to enable this work 


to be done. In the areas where the 
difficulty was most acute, the rural 
district areas, the rateable value was 
the least, poverty was the greatest, 
and the spending power of the 
union authority was practically ni. 


One of the difficulties in regard to the 
improving of housing accommodation was 
that local authorities pointed to the fact 
that very often a rate of 1s. in the pound 
produced a mere trifle, and that they 
would have to double or treble their 
present rate in order to do anything 
substantial. Therefore, he thought that 
for the success of operations under the 
Bill a larger area than the area of the 
district council authority was necessary. 
They had done everything to encourage 
individuals and local societies to do this 
work, and yet in many rural districts the 
accommodation for labourers was bad in 
quality and insutiicient in quantity. It 
that were the ease, it was necessary that 
legislation should be introduced to get rid 
of an evil which operated against the 
manhood of the nation. The Bill was a 
step in the right direction, but it would 
not meet the difficulty, becaise the local 
authorities had not the means of doing 
the work. In Committee he would move 
that the area for the incidence of any ex- 
penditure in connection with this work 
should be the county area and not the 
district area. Until this matter had been 








71 
dealt with they could not feel they had 
discharged their duty to the country. 
He did not believe the Bill was a real 
solution of the difficulty, but the House 
were indebted to its promoters for having 
provided an opportunity for a practical 
and useful discussion. 
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THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHn 
Burns, Battersea) said they had had an 
earnest, kindly, useful, and practical dis- 
cussion on one of the most serious 
problems that could engage the attention 
of Parliament, and it had been absolutely 
free from Party recriminations. As 
President of the Local Government 
Board, he wished to associate himself with 
every practical suggestion that had heen 
made, and every kindly sentiment that 
had been expressed. They were all 
agreed, generally speaking, that the 
dearth of labour in many rural districts 
was due to the deficiency of house ac- 
commodation. If it was due to a 
deficiency of cottages, that indicated that 
private enterprise had failed, or had not 
met its obligations, and if that were true 
it was an argument and justification for 
municipal duty and perhaps Imperial 
responsibility. It should be remembered 
that scarcity of work in the rural districts 
had driven large numbers of bricklayers 
into the towns, where they displaced 
their fellow-workmen in the building 
trades. By encouraging the building of 
cottages in the rural districts, they would 
give better accommodation in the country, 
diminish unemployment in the towns, 
and improve the physique of the working 
classes. If they could by private enter- 
prise, municipal activity, or Imperial 
help, or a combination of all three, build 
100,000 cottages in the next five vears 
in rural or semi-rural areas, the expendi- 
ture of money on that work would do 
more good than nine-tenths of the foolish, 
and often pauperising, palliatives which 
were suggested for the benefit of work- 
men in all sorts and conditions of life. 
It was with those views in his mind that 
he asked to be allowed to say a few words 
upon this problem. Some hon. Members 
had said that these cottages meant a great 
deal to the rural population. So they 


did, but they meant a great deal more to 

the dispossessed town population, who 

lost their employment in consequence 

of themigration of peoplefrom the country. 

“ Back to the land” was very desirable, 
Mr. Walter Long. 
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but in his judgment it was equally im- 
portant to prevent those who were on the 
land from leaving it, and he did not care 
how that was accomplished, whether by 
private enterprise, public activity, small 
holdings, or anything else. He would 
rather devote his energies for the next 
ten years to inducing people to stay on 
the land than exhaust some of his energies 
in futile efforts trying to get a small 
number back to the land. Better than an 
Act of Parliament was a genial spirit of 
co-operation among individuals and cor. 
porate bodies in an attempt to solve this 
problem. He had nothing but praise for 
the way in which some landlords had 
discharged their obligations to their 
labourers. Those landlords who had not 
similarly discharged their obligations to 
their retainers would get more pleasure 
out of life by imitating the better of their 
class than by wasting money in less 
elevating pursuits and on buildings not 
so creditable to their intelligence. The 
need for more houses had been made 
plain. More houses were wanted, but 
not more owners, and he trusted that the 
House would agree with him that they 
should put on one side the idea of helping 
the average labourer to become his own 
houseowner. He could not afford it. 
He would rather advise him to increase 
his bread bill than to dream of becoming 
a houseowner, This Bill went a long 
way towards providing the local means 
of getting more and better cottages in 
rural areas, but with the local apathy 
and indifference which now existed to such 
a painful extent nothing near the amount 
of good the promoters suggested would 
be done by the Bill. One pound of dis- 
position in a district council was worth a 
ton of Bills, and those housing reformers 
who blamed the Local Government 
Board for discouraging housing enterprise 
did not really know the facts. Speaking 
on behalf of the Board, he wished to say 
that they had nothing but praise for in- 
dividuals who had done their best in this 


matter, and nothing but admiration for 


those small districts and rural authorities 
which had shown such energy and_per- 
sistence in trying to solve this problem. 
For some other public bodies and their 
action in this matter he had nothing but 
dispraise and blame. He was positively 
convinced that without a large alteration 
in the personnel of local bodies there 
would not be much done. Without 
making insinuations or charges, he would 
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say that there were members of every | 
public body who almost religiously did 
what they could to frustrate every 
attempt to act in default of private 
enterprise, and who, when private enter- 
prise proposed to do anything, fastened 
on every regulation and used all their 
ingenuity to frustrate its plans. The 
Local Government Board had made up 
its mind, and the staff were determined, 
that, so far as regulations and facilities 
were concerned, they would do their 
hest to help the lame dogs over the 
stile. He had been criticised—but he 
did not mind that, for responsibility 
meant criticism, and both meant duty— 
hecause he had co-operated with Lord 
Hylton in regard to his Bill to simplify , 
building by-laws in exclusively rural 
districts. He would appeal to the 
House to allow Lord Hylton’s measure, 
supplemented by Local Government 
Board suggestions, to go through this 
year, for he believed the time had 
arrived to try new experiments and even 
encourage reasonable risks for worthy 
purposes. But even if that Bill were 
passed, he believed they would have to 
work in the face of a lack of sympathy 
from rural authorities. In fifteen vears 
five rural district councils had built only 
forty-four houses. He was extremely 
anxious when he took office to ascertain 
the facts with regard to the disposition of 
the local authorities upon this question, 
and three months ago he issued a 
circular to them. He was absolutely 
staggered at the small amount of interest 
taken and at the relative apathy and 
positive indifference shown by rural 
authorities on the subject. The figures 
were so humiliating that perhaps the 
House would pardon him for not. re- 
ferring to them beyond saying that they 
were almost microscopic in their result. 
It might be said that three months 
Was not a sufficient time to judge, but he 
Was sorry to say he saw no sign of 
suggestions coming in, but if they could | 
be stimulated in any way to go more 
rapidly in the direction which they all so 
much desired he should be only too 
pleased to help them still further, and he 
would be willing to make an ample 
apology if the experience of twelve 
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months did not confirm the view | 
he had formed after three months 
experience. Some of the promoters 


ot the Bill had said that the power of 
making by-laws should perhaps be taken 


-at the bottom of the question. 
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out of the hands of the local authorities. 
Out of 660 of these rural authorities 420 
had by-laws which the Local Govern- 
ment Board had sanctioned, and 226 had 
none at all, and he thought it was safe 
to assume that those rural authorities 
who had not taken the trouble to make 
by-laws, would want something more 
than a Second Reading speech in the 
House of Commons to stimulate them 
into procuring land to build cottages. 
The impulse must come from men of 
influence and kindly disposition in their 
own areas. They should do as Mr. George 
Cadbury had done at Bournville, as the 
owner of Port Sunlight had done, as Lord 
Manners and Lord Hertford and others 
had done in their districts ; and he would 
only be doing his duty to the brother of 
the hon. Member for North Down, if he 
said that hon. Members might do worse 
with their surplus cash than follow the 
example of Mr. George Cadbury, Mr. 
Lever, and Mr. Corbett. He did not hold 
out a great deal of hope of those in- 
dividuals being able to influence local 
authorities as quickly as he would like 
after finding, as he did, at the end of 
three months that only twelve out of 
660 local authorities had submitted fresh 
by-laws in answer to the Local Govern- 
ment Board’s Cireular of January last. 
Having said that he would come to 
what was really the root of this question. 
The ex-President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board had said that this Bill tech- 
nically had some disadvantages, but that 
the question at the bottom of the pro- 


blem was land. Land was at the 
bottom of houses in more respects than 
the foundations. This was not the 


occasion to go into that particular matter, 
but he was glad that the ex-President 
of the Local Government Board agreed 
with him that land was at the bottom of 
the housing question. He did not want 
to do the right hon. Gentleman injustice, 
or to misinterpret him ; the kindly speech 
which he had delivered disarmed any- 
thing of that kind. 


AN HON. MEMBER: Does the right 


hon. Gentleman suggest that landlords 


‘ put obstacles in the way ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said he made 


no suggestion; he simply took up the 
‘suggestion of the ex-President of the 


Local Government Board that land was 


Why 
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was land difficult to get? The reason 
was not always a money reason. In too 
many cases the dislike of landlords to 
having near them people of the type 
whom the cottages would house was a 
difficulty. He was not making that as a 
general or sweeping statement. The 
wisdom and the accuracy of the sugges- 
tion was demonstrated by the fact 
that all landlords did not do in this 
regard what the best landlords did. 
The inference was that some landlords 
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did give facilities for building and | 


were reasonable in the sale of land. 
A landlord sometimes did not object to 
his poorer neighbours standing 

“ Betwixt the winl and his nobility ” 
to the extent that other landlords did. 
If there was any desire on the part of 


some landlords for privileged and 
splendid isolation, if they had any 


mistaken pride or fear of the new tenants 
being an inconvenience for social or other 
reasons, then he appealed to them to 
dismiss all such mistaken sentiments frow 
their minds and to live up to the level 
of the best of the class to which they 
belonged. He hoped the appeal would 
not be made in vain. Others objected 


because they feared that the new tenants | 


might be potential paupers and that the 
increase of cottage accommodation might 
some day be followed by high rates. 
That was a feeling which ought not to 
prevail to the extent it now did. In view 
of the increased facilities for communica- 
tion by means of trains, tramears, and 
hievcles and the increased mobility of 
labour, he thought building, whether by 
private enterprise or local authorities, 


was not now attended by the same risks | 


as there were thirty or forty years ago, 
when districts were cut off and isolated 
one from another. Moreover, the in- 
‘reasing intelligence of all classes of 
workmen had induced them to walk 
or ride further for better accommodation 


than their predecessors of twenty, thirty, | 
He would only add | 


or forty vears ago. 
that if some landlords were to extend 
the area of 
which they had displayed towards those 
immediately dependent on them to their 
external neighbours, even if they were to 
charge for the accommodation in relation 
to the cost of the buildings, he thought 
they would not regret having done so. 


He came next to the serious point 


the building generosity | 








| 


which was really the only objection they | 
Mr. John Burns. 
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all had to the Bill—and that was finance. 
The question of finance was, _per- 
haps, the chief stumbling-block in the 
way of providing cheap houses in rural 
districts. It had been said that the 
Treasury and the Public Works Loans 
Commissioners ought to supply cheaper 
money. He was sorry to say he was 
not altogether responsible for this part 
of the matter. The Treasury alone were 
responsible for therate of interest charged 
and the period of the loan, and they could 
not, he was instructed, see their way to 
alter their decision. He would, however, 
do his best to persuade the Publie Works 
Loans Commissioners, the Treasury, and 
any other public or semi-public body con- 
cerned to listen with more sympathetic 
ears to the plea for cheaper money, 
If he were to see an Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioner he would make the same sug- 
gestion, for he thought the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners did their work in towns 
exceedingly well. It was only right that 
they should have that said of them. 
There was one aspect of this question 
which had not been mentioned by any 
speaker to-day. He thought some local 
authorities were unduly apprehensive 
that if they embarked on house-building 
it would lead to a higher rate. In many 
cases that was an exaggerated fear, and 
certainly local authorities had not hitherto 
committed themselves very seriously. In 
fifteen years only five rural authorities 
had built forty-four cottages. So far as 
he knew, none of these cottages were 
empty. There was very little financial 
risk about that. He would respectiully 
submit to them and to the House that 
perhaps a more costly alternative to a 
slightly higher rate for housing would he 
still higher rates entailed by overcrowding 
and the physical and moral deterioration 
which overcrowding produced. It had 
also been said that wages did not admit 
of higher rents. Some wages did not, 
but even in those cases he believed that 
it would be safer for the poorest labourer 
in the rural areas to run the risk of 
having to pay a little more rent—the 
difference between profit and loss on the 
outlay either by private individuals or 
public authorities, amounting perhaps to 
ls. 6d., 1s. 9d., or 2s. a week—than that 
he should allow his children to labour 
under the physical and moral disabilities 
which attended improper housing. He 
believed if workmen would take that risk, 
wages would respond to the desire for 
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better environments. He was delighted 
that the Labour Members on both sides 
of the House agreed with that view. It 
seemed to him that there was plenty of 
scope in some of the rural areas for 
fathers to spend less money on beer in 
order that a higher standard of accommo- 
dation might be provided for their 
families. In these days of over-profes- 
sionalised sport, when 20,000 or 30,000 
men could be got to pay 6d. or 9d. a 
week for the pleasure of beholding gladi- 
atorial combats of which the loafing 
spectator knew very little, excepting the 
excitement of looking on at the game, 
it seemed to him that workmen, skilled 
and unskilled, might sacrifice something 
of their so-called “ sport” for the improve- 
ment of the mental and physical condition 
of their children. He did not hesitate to 
say, unpopular though it might be, that 
it might pay them to act on that 
suggestion, and he ventured to commend 
it to their respectful consideration. 
The ex-President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board and other speakers had said 
that housing was a national question. 
He agreed that in many aspects it 
was a national question. It was 
undoubtedly true that from the point 
of view of physical deterioration, hous- 
ing national question. He 
thought physical deterioration had been 
grossly exaggerated in recent years, but 
if improved accommodation would make 
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Was a 


aman of 5 feet 7 inches in height the 
father of a son of 5 feet 9 inches or 10 
inches fifteen or twenty years hence, he 
had no objection, though it must be 
borne in mind that length of timber was 
not the only consideration. If the urban 
centres considered that they had to 
choose between an indefinite increase of 
the existing evils or a subsidy to rural 
areas, he thought the House would do 
well on some other occasion to consider 
that aspect of the problem. It invelved 
national scheme. It meant 
Imperial grant or subsidy, or an agree- 
nent the Imperial and the 
local authorities. Such a scheme meant 


some an 


between 


money, and the question was who should 





| 
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pay. Should it be the rural authority or 
the urban authority? That brought him 
to the practical point of this afternoon’s 
work. There was unanimity of aim and 
kinship of desire ; there was substantfal 
agreement on both sides of the House 
that something had to be done. There 
were, however, practical difficulties in 
the way, and he would say to the pro- 
moters of the Bill perfectly frankly what 
they were. The Government would 
offer no objection to the Second Reading 
of the Bill, and under other conditions 
they would have been pleased to give 
facilities for its going to the ordinary 
Committee, but he should only in present 
circumstances— 


“ Keep the word of promise to the ear, 
And break it to the hope,” 


if he were to accept the Bill as it was 
with all the alterations that must be 
made in it, and hold out the prospect of 
getting it passed this year. The Govern- 
ment could not give facilities for passing 
it this but if the promoters 
would accept the suggestion which had 
been made from both sides of the House 
that it should go to a Select Committee 
with the object of the Government’s using 
the Bill as the nucleus of a better Bill 
next year the Government would not be 
indisposed to accept their responsibilities 
jn that particular regard. He hoped the 
promoters would allow that to be done. 
There was no need to have an army of 
witnesses and a volume of evidence. A 
dozen men from their own departments 
could give them the information that 
was required, and the practical suggestions 
which had been made by hon. Gentle- 
men who had taken part in the debate 
would also receive ample consideration. 
It was his intention something 
departmentally in the course of the next 
year or two on this subject. He believed 
that they would be compelled to take 
this Bill, Lord Hylton’s Bill, and prob- 
ably some Bill next year of which this 
might be the nucleus, and by combina- 
tion of the three, and by codification of 
the housing laws, reduce the housing 


session, 


to do 
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problem, both urban and rural, to a con- 
dition which would be satisfactory. His 
only reason for refusing on behalf of the 
Government to adopt this Bill as a 
Government measure was that if they 
did so they should be obliged to break 
their pledges in regard to other matters. 


Mr. ROWLANDS (Kent, Dartford), 
on behalf of the promoters of the Bill, 
said that in view of the sympathetic 
speech of the President of the Local 
Government Board they felt that they 
had attained all they could possibly hope 
for this session. They had elicited from 
all parts of the House sympathetic 
speeches, and an indication that some- 
thing must be done on this serious ques- 
tion. They most readily accepted the 
proposal that the Bill should he sent to 
a Select Committee. 


CoLonEL LOCK WOOD (Essex, Epping) 
said the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board had referred to the liberality 
shown by the owner of Port Sunlight, 
but he should remember that country 
gentlemen were not all in that gentle- 
man’s position. He thought that in their 
humble way they were endeavouring to 
fulfil their obligations. The great diffi- 
culty they were placed in was that 
they had not always suthcient money 
to erect buildings and carry out 
other improvements which they de- 
sired to make on _ their property, 
He agreed with what the right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Local 
Government Board had said, that it 
would be better to ask for more rent for 
better accommodation and thus at a 
small sacrifice meet the difficulty. 


*Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.) said he 
Was very unwilling to inflict himself upon 
the House as a representative f an 
urban constituency on this question, but, 
as the President of the Local Government 
Board had stated, this was a matter 
which deeply affected not only the 
country but the town population. One 


Mr. John Burns. 
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hon. Member who had spoken in the 
debate had stated that a poor landlord 
had to let his cottages to the labourers 
at a very low rent. Of course that 
merely meant that the labourer was 
being paid partly by means of money 
payment and partly by having his cottage 
at what might be said to be half rent. 
That was, as a matter of fact, only a 
kind of evasion of the Truck Act. So 
long as an agricultural labourer was 
living in a cottage which was owned by 
his employer he was under the power of 
double pressure — the power of the 
employer and the power of the landlord. 
What was at the bottom of all these 
questions? It was the possession of 
land. This was a rich country and 
nature was abundantly generous in its 
response to labour. There were other 
animals in this island besides man, none 
of whom had any difficulty in finding a 
home for themselves. There was not 
the smallest insect, not a bird which did 
not find a home for itself, because it 
had access to the resources of nature. 
The difficulty in regard to the housing 
problem had arisen solely from the fact 
that the people had been divorced from 
the land. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackman- 
nan, and Kinross) said that this Bill did 
not apply to Scotland, and he asked the 
right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Local Government Board whether, if 
it were passed, it should be in Committee 
made applicable to Scotland. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said that in this, or 
in any other Parliament, it would be im- 
possible to ignore the claims of Scotland ; 
and he should say that with the consent 
of his right hon. friend the Lord-Advo- 
cate the Bill would be extended to 
Scotland. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
to a Select Committee. 
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Merchant Shipping Acts 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*Mr. JACKSON (Greenwich), in 
moving the Second Reading, acknow- 


ledged that a large number of 
Members of the House had come to 


the conclusion that it was not desirable 
to press the first and the second clauses 
of the Bill, and he believed that the 
President of the Board of Trade agreed 
with them. Under these circumstances, 
if the Bill reached its Committee stage 
he would propose to abandon those two 
clauses. There remained the very impor- 
tant clause which proposed to repeal 
Section 633 of the Merchant Shipping Act 
of 1894. The meaning of that clause was 
that when a vessel was under compulsory 
with 
another vessel, the owner of that vessel 


pilotage and came into collision 
claimed to exempt himself from liability for 
damages to the owner of the other vessel. 
The argument was that so long as he was 
compelled by law to carry a pilot, and 
damage was done to another ship while 
the pilot was in charge, the shipowner 
There were 
several reasons why it was desirable, in 


should not be responsible. 


the interest of a large number of ship- 
owners that Clause 633 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act of 1894 should be repealed. 
Ii a pilot caused the ship in his charge to 
run into another he was supposed to be re- 
sponsible ; but it might turn out that he 
Was an impecunious person and no 
damages could be obtained from him. 
But, in addition, the law as it at present 
stood, created a tendency on the part of 
the pilots to act recklessly in navigating 
the vessels given into their charge in 
order to catch a tide. He had had thirty- 
five years’ experience of the navigation of 
the Thames, and he knew that when a 
large vessel with, say, 2,000 head of cattle 
on board, was wanted by its captain to 
get up on a particular tide, the loss of 
that tide might lead to considerable loss 
of money, and the pilot might, therefore, 
be induced under the circumstances to 
navigate the ship up the river in the most 
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reckless manner. The Report of the 
Thames Trattic Committee in 1878-9 
stated that— 

“The barge-owners point out with great 
force that whilst they are bound to employ a 
particular set of men, they are liable for dam- 
age done, whilst if the barges or their cargoes 
are damaged by a ship in charge of a compul- 
sory pilot, their only remedy is against the 
pilot.” 


and further on in the Report that— 

“ Under these circumstances your Committee 
have no hesitation in recommending the aboli- 
tion of compulsory pilotage above Gravesend.” 


In 1888 the Select Committee of the 
House of Commons reported as follows— 

“Your Committee are strongly of opinion, 
having regard to the views just expressed, that 
the time has arrived when the exemption of 
the owner from liability for damage done by 
his ship, when the ship is placed in charge of a 


pilot by compulsion of law, should cease to 


exist. Your Committee are of opinion that 
such exemption is indefensible, and is 
inimical to the safety of life and property at 
sea. In their opinion, the master of a vessel, 
even while a pilot is on board, should continue 
to be responsible for the conduct and naviga- 
tion of his ship.” 


The Committee, therefore, came to the 
conclusion that the principle on which 
this Bill was founded was a right one, and 
that it should be passed into law as soon as 
possible. In their Report the Commission 
appointed to inquire into the Admin‘s- 
tration of the Port of London in 1902 
stated that they agreed with— 

“The Thames Trattic Coramittee of 1879 in 
not thinking it necessary that men employed 
in the navigation of non-passenger-carrying 
lighters should have any licence, or be subject 
to any examination. Employers should in this 
class of craft be left free to employ any man 
whom they chose, subject to the fullest respon- 
sibility of the acts of those whom they employ. 
An owner who commits valuable cargo to a 
barge is not, for his own sake, at all likely to 
select an incompetent crew.” 


A careful shipowner would use a_ pilot 
more as a local adviser. As to the barge 


owners, the Thames Traftic Committee of 
1878-9 in their Report stated that they 
were strongly of opinion that a time had 
arrived when the exemption of 
responsibility 


now 


owners of ships from 
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should be abolished. He would remind 
the House that the Commission of which 
Lord Ravelstoke was Chairman reported 
as follows— 


Merchant Shipping Acts 


“We have thought it to be our duty to 
mention complaints as to compulsory pilotage, 
and its legal results which have been made in 
the evidence which we have taken, and to call 
public attention to the forgotten Reports of the 
Select Committee of 1870, the Thames Traffic 
Committee of 1879, and the Select Committee 
1888. The exemption of ships subject to com- 
pulsory pilotage from liability for damages 
presses with peculiar hardship on the barge 
owners who are a large and important class in 
the Port of London. We do not think, 
however, that it is within the scope of our 
reference to make any recommendation as to 
the connection between compulsory pilotage 
and immunity of a shipowner for damage, 
which concerns the general law.” 

It had been suggested that there was a 
remedy, inasmuch as proceedings might be 
taken in a court of law against the pilot. 
He knew from his own personal know- 
ledge that a great majority of these 
pilots gave a Bill of Sale on their goods 
and assigned the larger portion of their 
property to their The only 
thing they could get out of some of 
the pilots when they were sued was 
that they were told they were adjudi- 
cated bankrupts. Therefore one could 
not get any redress from Trinity House 
or from the pilots, and the 
owners were left without any remedy, 
There was no remedy for the person 
who was injured, whether it was a ques- 
tion of loss of life or loss of limb. He 
submitted that this was a state of things 
which ought not to be allowed to exist, 
but it did exist, and in 1870 and 1878 it 
the subject of inquiry and 
report. It was again made the subject 
of inquiry and report in and 
in other vears. The lightermen and 
harge owners of the City of London 
pointed out that this injustice existed, 
und they asked the House to remedy 
the grievance. He would like to quote 
to the House instances from the Appendix 
to the Report of the Royal Commission 
on the Port of London in which the 
law relating to compulsory —pilotage 


Mr. Jackson. 


wives, 


barge 


was made 


1888, 
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five cases of collisions which were pro- 
duced before the Commission, in which 
it was said that the plea of compulsory 
pilotage was set up. He found in 1895 
four cases; (1) that of the “ Furst Bis- 
marck,” inwhich a claim for £34 was made, 
but which was marked “ Abandoned ; pilot 
impecunious.” Similarly in the case of the 
“Merrimac” a claim of £14 was made 
but it also had to be abandoned because 
the pilot was impecunious. In the case 
of the Canute” it was stated that the 
action was lost against the steamer and 
that the pilot had no money, Further, in 
the case of the “Jane” and “ Louisa” and 
“ Byron” the action against the “Jane” 
and “ Louisa” was lost, but that against 
the pilot was abandoned. There were 
many other cases. For instance, barge 
owners sued the owners of the 
“Nellie” and the pilot was held to 
be to blame; the action 
ever, abandoned against the pilot and 
costs amounting to £140 were paid by 
the plaintiffs in addition to bearing the 
damage and their own costs of action. 
There were many cases in the Appendix 
in which it was stated that the 
had discontinued, the 

description being “ abandoned ; 


was, how- 


action 

official 
pilot no 
money”; “Abandoned; pilot undischarged 
bankrupt ” ; “ Abandoned ; pilot impecu- 
nious.” Again, there were hali-a-dozen 
cases in which, although he was held to be 
wrong, nothing was recovered from the 
pilot. In fact, save in one case where £100 


been 


was recovered from the pilot, whe settled, 
out of a total of forty-five cases nothing 
practically was recovered. Of course those 
cases were not exhaustive, and from his 
own experience he could supply others. 
The position he took up was this, that 
His Majesty’s late Government having 
appointed to consider this question a 
Select Committee which reported that the 
present system was absolutely indefen- 
sible, that those responsible for the Port of 
London having reported to the same effect, 
and it having been shown that gross 
injustice resulted from the retention of 
this particular section in the Merchant 
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Shipping Act, he did think he had made | Trade, which had at present under its 
out a case for justice being meted out to | consideration the larger measure of the 


all alike. He suggested to the President 
of the Board of Trade that this Bill 
should be referred to the Standing Com- 
mittee, so that its provisions might be 


| 
| 
| 


properly considered. He did not know | 
whether the right hon. Gentleman would | 


assent to that course, but, if not, he 
should be prepared presently, provided 
that the House passed the Second 
Reading, to suggest to the House that the 
Bill should be referred in the way he had 
siggested. He would not detain the 
further as he was of the 
advocates for a time limit so far 
speeches were concerned, and he hoped 


House one 


as 


they would proceed to a divisiun as soon 
as possible. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
*Mr. CAIRNS (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 


said that he felt that the promoters in 
bringing the Bill forward, or rather the 
remains of it, would have been well 
advised if, having jettisoned Clauses 
] and 2, they had also thrown over Clause 
3, Then they might have been unani- 
mous about Clause + which simply con- 
sisted of the title of the Bill. He would 


amendment of the Merchant Shipping Act, 
He thought, all the same, when the barge- 
owners said that they wanted the same 
principle regarded limitation of 
liability as the shipowners that if they 
came under the methods of measurement 
as applied by the Board of Trade it would 
give them a great advantage as compared 
with the owners of sea-going craft. He 
thought the tonnage measurement would 


as 


come out exceedingly small as compared 
with the dead weight carrying capacities, 
which in the case of the merchant 
steamship was about 50 per cent. 
more in dead weight cargo than the 
gross register. He thought if the same 
process of measurement were applied to 


the dumb barge of the ordinary type as 


' bably 


point out to the House that considerable | 


stress had been laid upon the fact that a 
Select Committee in 1892 recommended 
the principle laid down in Clauses 1 and 
2 No such recommendation even 
attached to Clause 3, vet Clause 3 was 
retained and Clauses 1 and 2, the raison 
letre of the Bill, were abandoned. He 
thought that the owners of dumb barges 
had every right to complain that the 
clauses which applied to limiting their 
liability had not been brought before the 
House. It seemed to him that there 
might be something to be said for that 
view, and if he might offer counsel to the 
hover of the Bill, it would be rather that 


was applied to the merchant sailing 
vessel or steamship they would pro- 
find that the dead _ weight 
capacity would be about three times 
that of the gross register, and that un- 
doubtedly would constitute a preferential 
position for the barge owners if they 
came under the Merchant Shipping Act. 
He thought the bargeowners should have 
placed their case before the Grand Com- 
mittee on Trade in reference to this Bill, 
and even if the standard of measurement 
was modified, so long as they obtained a 
limitation of liability he could not help 
thinking that the House would in that 
case, at any rate, have given the matter 
fair consideration. However, the clauses 
dealing with this matter had been thrown 
overboard, and whilst he had always been 
sympathetic with bargeowners to that 
extent, his sympathy in a practical way 
and the sympathy of others in that House 
was going to be thrown to the winds, 
were thrown 


beeause Clauses 1 and 2 


; over. 


The clause which remained, however, 


‘contained such a revolutionary project 


the principles embodied in Clauses 1 and | 


2 should have been proposed as Amend- 


| 


that he could not for a moment think 
that the House would entertain the 
principle of it. What did it mean? It 


ments before the Grand Committee on/ meant that in regard to the 10,000,000 of 
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gross British tonnage which represented 
the British Mercantile Navy at the 
present time, they were going, by a 
Bill introduced by bargeowners — and 
might he say almost entirely at the 
instance of London bargeowners — to 
change the law and bring upon that 
tonnage a great liability. This Bill as 
originally presented sought to minimise 
or reduce the liability of bargeowners. 
That might be a reasonable thing to do, 
but on the other hand the clause in the 
Bill which remained increased enormously 
the liability of the shipowners. It seemed 


Merchant Shipping Acts 





to him that the Bill was drafted on the | 


lines of trying to make the best of both 
worlds, and if, as a bargeowner, he could 
succeed in reducing his liability and at 
the same time increase enormously the 


{COMMONS} 





liability of the interests with which he | 


had connection or dealings, 


he should | 


think he had done a good day’s work. | 


But he did think that the reasonable 
people among the bargeowners should be 
and would be satistied with the first con- 


| 
| 
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Some of them were very substantial 
men and had balances at the bank 
which, if they could be revealed, would 
raise a natural feeling of envy in the 
minds of many Members of the House. 
He did not know whether that statement 
would reassure the bargeowners, but surely 
it would be better to have prosperous pilots 


1&8 


responsible rather than impecunious ship- 
owners. He hoped that the House would 
consider that where shipowners were com- 
pelled against their will and without any 
option on their part to employ pilots in cer- 
tain waters, it was reasonable that when 
control was taken out of their hands they 
should not be responsible for any acci- 
dent which ensued in 
The shipowners themselves were in the 
same boat as the Thames bargeowners. 
Supposing a vessel valued at £50,000 
was coming up the River Thames and 
received damage from another vessel, the 


Cc sequence, 


| other vessel being in charge of a compul- 
|sory pilot, she had no recourse against 


| the vessel which inflicted the damage. 


dition, and that was a limitation of liabil- | 
/same boat as the bargeowners, with 
this difference, that in the case of the 


ity. Why should shipowners, who were 
compelled to employ pilots, be made liable 
for their actions ? 
known that shipowners would prefer to 
he free from compulsory pilotage. They 
were quite prepared under proper condi- 


It was well enough | 


tions, under which they could control | 


the pilot and make selections, to use 
their own knowledge and experience. 
In other words, if they committed their 
property with safety to the charge of tried 
men, they would emphatically prefer that 
system rather than one which, against 


In this way shipowners were in the 


bargeowners the value of their craft 
was comparatively small when taken 
against that of 
sailing vessels. 

of the bargeowner was more substantial 
than that of the shipowner. The ship- 
owner never thought of having recourse 
against the pilot, because the large 
amount of the claim would financially 
swamp any pilot, however wealthy he 
might be. Shipowners, however, took the 


steamships or large 


The remedy, theretore, 


their will, imposed pilots—he was happy | practical course of taking all these condi- 
to think not all of the character referred | tions into account, and in arranging their 
to by the mover of this Bill—upon them. | insurances they adjusted them to meet 


| 


these contingencies. He did not see why 


*Mr. JACKSON said he did not say | bargeowners should not do the same 
that the whole of them were of that char- | thing, and he believed they did so, and 


acter but part of them were. 


*Mr. CAIRNS replied that that was 
exactly what he was saying. He was 
pointing out that they were not all of 
the character the hon. Member had 


described in regard to some of them. 
Mr. Cairns. 





if they did not he must say they 
conducted their business in a way which 
was very different from the ordinary 
practice. Perhaps it was to be inferred 
that they had such ample assets or 
reserves as to justify them in taking 


such an enormous risk. Shipowners 
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had a right to lodge a_ strong com- 
plaint against the damage which their 
ships received and the damages they 
had sometimes to pay to bargeowners, 
especially to the owners of barges in the 
London river. He would ask hon. 
Members to consider what happened 


whena vessel was coming up the London | 


river just at the beginning of the ebb, 
when these barges were coming down 
not in their hundreds but in their thou- 


sands, and the vessel had to navigate | 
Trying to reach the) 


through them. 
North 
nothing compared to it, and if 
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| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


} 


Pole through floes of ice was | 
= | 
one | 


did any damage to a floe of ice one | 


would not be brought into a court of 
law. 
considered that they paid for all the 
repairs of the London barges and that 


The shipowners of this Kingdom | 


they renewed them all in a course of ten | 


years by the payment of claims for 
Claims were brought against 
* = 
them and they had to pay heavy damages, 
as with two or three hundred barges 


damages. 


around at the time of the accident it was 


very easy for the bargeowners to get 


witnessess who would support their claim. | 

| ae) . + a 

| £24, but surely in an important matter 
like this the House was not going to be 


He believed the Bill was being brought 
forward at the instance of only a section 
of the bargeowners of the country. He 


represented a constituency on the banks | 


of the Tyne and they had many barges 
there. They had also a great number of 
lighters the operations of which were 
confined to river purposes. He had not 
however, received a single request from 
any lighter owner or bargeowner to 
support this Bill, and he had not heard 


from any part of the country 


any | 


representation in its favour except from. 


The fact was that it was the 
bargeowners of London—some of those 


London. 


syndicates which almost amounted to a 


monopoly of trade—who sought immunity 
and to extend the liability of vessels, so 
that the barges which were now renewed 


every ten years by the shipowners should | 
in future be renewed every five years. | 


He would strongly advise those who were | 


interested in the reputation of the Port 
of London—he might say the declining 
VOL. CLVI. [FourtH Sertes.! 


| 
\ 
{ 
| 
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reputation of the Port of London—that 
they should not seek to put any further 
impediments or place further disadvan- 
tages upon this great port in addition to 
those which already existed. The con- 
ditions of navigation in the Thames were 
known not only to owners of British 
vessels but to the owners of the vessels of 
other nations, and they would find great 
difficulty, indeed, in inducing foreign or 
even British owners to charter for the 
Port of London if the liabilities and 
difficulties were increased. He felt 
justified, therefore, in calling upon all 
those who wished to make the Port of 
London attractive among the ports of the 
world unanimously to resist this Bill. 


The value of the British mercantile 
fleet might be taken at anything 


from £80,000,000 to £110,000,000, and 
he was that the hon. Gentle- 
who introduced this Bill did 
not give some data to show to what 
extent barge owners had _ suffered 
detriment taken over a course of years. 
They were told of one or two cases where 
the pilot was impecunious and where 
there was a claim against him for £14 or 


sorry 


man 


influenced by petty sums like that. He 
thought that upon the Second Reading 
of a Bill like this they were entitled to 
have a comprehensive presentation of the 
figures that they were dealing with. 
They had had no such figures presented, 


'and he felt that if there was any hard- 


ship, and if that hardship was widespread, 
they ought to take into consideration all 
the claims, whatever they might be. But 
in the absence of any such information 
he hoped the House would not entertain 


the idea of proceeding further with this 


dill. 


ment, that 


He begged to move as an Amend- 
the Bill be read a second 


| time that day six months. 


Mr. F. E. SMITH (Liverpool, Walton) 
seconded the Motion for the rejection, and 
said that the subject was so important 
that it was impossible to deal with it at 
the end of a sitting. The hon. Member 

G 
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for Newcastle had stated with great force 
and cogency the considerations which | 
ought to guide the House in dealing 
with the Bill, and therefore it was not 
necessary for him to enlarge upon them. 
The tonnage of this country amounted to 
some 10,000,900 tons, and this was a 
proposal to inflict upon our shipping a 
serious burden in the future. Such a | 
proposal was in conflict not only with | 
the Merchant Shipping Act but with the 
common law of the country which was 
incorporated in the Merchant Shipping | 
Act. 
the common law long before it was made | 
The 


principle underlying the law was that | 


Adjournment 


| 


The law as it now stood existed in | 


the subject of statutory provision. 


while they might well make a man, 
able, even at the cost of individual 


hardship, for the wrongdoing or fault by | 
any error of omission or commission of | 
an agent whom he had chosen for him- 
of whom he 


in the selection 
incompetence or 
make him | 


self, and 
might have 
negligence, they must not 
liable because of an act of omission or of | 


shown 


commission by an agent who was imposed 
upon the man against his will and in 
pursuance of a policy which he most | 
bitterly resented. The principle of 
the Bill was which could not be | 
applied without injustice, and there was | 
no principle in’ the whole law of 
agency such as was incorporated in this 
measure. If the principal or employer 
had been in a position to exercise an 


one 


independent judgment in the employ- 
ment of agent, he might well 
be made liable for the acts of that agent ; 
but who chose the pilot for whose acts it 


his 


was sought to make the shipowner re- 
sponsible! He was chosen by a com- 
mittee over whose action the shipowner 
had no control and in whose proceedings 
he had no voice. [It might be that the com- 
mittee had a particular standard in re- 
gard to pilots which would not commend 
itself to any business man. Let them 
take the principal Pilotage Committee 
and its decisions. He had been engaged 
in the Admiralty Division in many of 
that a 


these cases, and he knew 


Mr. F. EB. Smith. 
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| been found. 


| never have acquiesced. 


very | 





of the House. 
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lenient view indeed was taken in regard 
to pilots against whom negligence had 
He had known pilots rein- 
stated in whose reinstatement he would 
Could it be that 
the House was going to make a shipowner 
liable for the negligence of a_ pilot 
who had been sent on board his ship 
against his will and who had been found 
guilty of negligence in a previous case 
Moreover, could such a provision be 
into the law after a brief 
the end of an afternoon 


introduced 
discussion at 


sitting! There was. still another con- 
sideration, and one of the greatest 


importance, and that was that the public 
and the bargeowners had a safeguard 
concerned, 
they could 


as faras the owners were 
which 


legitimately ask for. 


was as great as 


And, it being Five of the clock, the 
Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
next. 


NEW BILL. 


GROUND GAME, 
sill to amend The Ground Game Act, 
188u, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Beale, Viscount Dalrymple, Mr. Lane- 
Fox, Major MeMicking, Mr. Osmond 
Williams, and Mr. Erskine. 


GROUND GAME BILL. 

“To amend The Ground Game Act, 
1880,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
Friday, May 11th, and to be 
[Bill 178. } 


upon 
printed. 


Whereupon Mr, SPEAKER, in pursuance 
of Standing Order No. 3, adjourned the 
House without Question put. 


| Adjourned at three iinutes after 


| Five o'clock till Monday 


next. 
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LORDS. 


Several Lords—Took the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 

; from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have not been complied with :—Poole 
Corporation Water; Sutton District 
Water. 


mber. 


y the Me 


Also the Certificates that the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with 
in respect of the petitions for the following 
Bills :—Ritz Hotel, Limited; Crellin’s 
Patents. 


And also the Certificates that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied with : 
—Metropolitan Police Provisional Order ; 
Scottish Provident Institution Buildings 
{H.L.}; Epsom and Ewell Gas ; Dowlais 
Gas; Merthyr Tydvil Gas. 


a Speech indicates revision b 


ment ar 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


nee 


COM Ne 


Creat Western and Rhymney Railway 
« Companies Bill [H.L.]; Cardiff Railway 
< Bill [u.u.]; Barry Railway Bill [#.1.]; 
S London and North Western Railway 
¢ Bill{n..]. Report from the Select Com- 
. mittee, That the Committee adjourned 
‘on Monday, the 9th instant, until To- 
morrow; read, and ordered to lie on the 
\ Table. 


An 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways 
Bill [u.u.]. The Lord Chancellor in- 
formed the House that the Promoters 
do not intend to proceed further with the 
sill. The Orders made on 19th March 
last and the 3rd instant discharged. 


Ordered that the Bill be not further 
proceeded with. 

National Assurance Company — of 
Ireland and Yorkshire Fire and Life 


insurance Company Bill[t.u.}. Read 5°, 


and passel, and sent to the Commons. 
VOL. CLVI. |FourtH Sertes.] 
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Seed Potatoes Supply (Ireland) Bill ; 
Post Office (Money Orders) Bill; Notice 
of Accidents Bill; Police (Superannua- 
tion) Bill. Brought from the Commons. 


Carlisle Corporation Bill ; Todmorden 
Corporation Bill; Great Eastern Rail- 
way Bill; Bacup Corporation Bill; 
Cardiff Gas Bill; North East Lincolnshire 
Water Bill; Thornton Urban District 
Gas Bill; Macclesfield and District 
Tramways Bill; New Mulls Urban Dis- 
trict Council Bill; Uxbridge Gas Bill. 
Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


County of Aberdeen (Monymusk Bridge 
and Road) Order Confirmation Bill [H.1.]. 


Wallis’ Divorce Bill [H.L.]; Crystal 
Palace Company Bill [a.t.]; Dover 
Harbour Board Bill [u.1.]. Returned 


from the Commons agreed to. 


Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) 
Sewerage Board Bill [.u.]. The order 
made on Tuesday, the 15th of March, 
appointing certain Lords the Select Com- 
mittee to consider the Bill, discharged. 


Great Western and Rhymney Railway 
Companies Bill [a.u.]; Cardiff Railway 
sill [u.n.]; Barry Railway Bill [H.L.]; 
London and North Western Railway 
Rill [u.n.|. Report from the Committee 
of Selection, That the Earl of Verulam, 
the Earl of Eldon, the Viscount Hill, 
and the Viscount Colville of Culross be 
proposed to the House as members of the 
Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Earl of Harrowby, the Lord 
Monson, the Lord Seaton, and the Lord 
Somerton (2. Normanton); read, and 
agreed to. 


Clacton Urban District Council Bill 
[u.L.]; Newport Corporation Bill [#.v.]; 
West Yorkshire Tramways Bill [.v.]; 
Bury Corporation Bill [H.L.]; New- 
castle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply Bill 
[u.t.]; County of Durham Electric 
Power Supply Bill [a.n.]; Cumberland 
Electricity and Power Gas Bill [H.-1.]; 
Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Lord Hamilton of Dal- 
zell be proposed to the House as a mem- 
ber of the Select Committee on the said 
Bills in the place of the Viscount Rid- 
ley; read, and agreed to, 


H 
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Great Northern Railway (Ireland) 
Bill [w.u.]; Maryport Harbour Bill 
[H.L.]; Railway Clearing System (Super- 
annuation Fund) Bill [n.u.];  Lanca- 
shire and Yorkshire Railway Bill [H.1.]; 
Crediton Lighting and Power Bill [.1.] 
Southport and Lytham Tramroad (Ex- 
tension of Time) Bill [H.t.]; Ports- 
mouth Water Bill [u.1.] Report from 
the Committee of Selection, That the 
Lord Ravensworth be proposed to the 
House as a member of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bills in the place of 
the Lord Leigh; read, and agreed to, 


Hull and Barnsley Railway (Steam 
Vessels) Bill [u.u.J. The Chairman of 
Committees informed the House that 
the opposition to the Bill was with- 
drawn: the orders made on the 8th of 
March last and the 5rd instant discharged, 
and Bill committed, 


Haslingden Corporation Bill [x.1.]. 
The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the 
Bill was withdrawn: The ordets made 
on the 5th of March last and the $Srd 
instant discharged, and Bill committed. 

Truro Gas Bill [u.u.]. The Chairman 
of Committees informed the House tha 
the opposition to the Bill was with- 
drawn: The orders made on the 12th of 
March last and the 3rd instant dis- 
charged, and Bill committed. 


South Eastern and London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railways Bill [u.u.]. The 
Chairman of Committees informed the 
House that the opposition to the Bill 
was withdrawn: ‘The orders made on 
the 8th of March last and the 3rd instant 
discharged, and Bill committed. 


Wallasey Tramways and Improve- 
ments Bill [wu]. The King’s consent 
signified ; and Bill reported fiom the 
Select Committee, with Amendments. 


we 


Penllwyn Railway and Road Bill 
[u.u.]. Reported from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments. 


Portsmouth Water Bill [u.1.]. Wit- 
nesses ordered to attend the Select Com- 
mittee. 


Great Northern Railway {Treland) Bill 
Clacton Urban District Council , 


[H.L. | ; 
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Bill [u.u.]. Witnesses ordered to attend 
the Select Committee. 


Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tram- 
ways Bill [u.u.]. Read 3*; Amendments 
made; Bill passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


South Lancashire Tramways (Exten- 
sion of Time) Bill [#.u.]; Sheffield 
District Railway Bill [H.1.]. Read 3+, 
and passed, and sent to the Commons, 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION, 
Petitions in favour of maintenance of 
existing religious teaching in Church of 
England schools of— 


1. Parents and guardians of chil- 
dren attending Darwen ; 
Darwen, St. John the Evangelist ; Dar- 
wen, St. John, Central; Manchester, St. 
Stephen’s ; Manchester, Stowell Memorial ; 
Manchester, St. Peter’s, Westleigh ; Man- 
chester, St. Wilfrid's ; 
Andrew's: Manchester, Christ 


Appley Bridge, Manchester ; 
\ 


schools at 


Maiichester, St. 
Church ; 
Laugho, 
Hornby, Manchester; Ash- 
worth, Manchester P Dobeross, Man- 
Barrowford, | Manchester; 
Holme-in-Cliviger, Burnley ; Chorlton- 
cum-Hardy; Eccleston; Huline, St. 
Michael’s ; Hulme, St. Philip’s; Hulme, 
St. Mary’s; Hulme, St. John the Bap- 
tist; Woodford, Chester; Gorton, All 
Pendleton, John Street School; 
Oldham, St. Mary’s; Newton Heath, 
All Saints’; Salford, St. Stephen’s; 
Fallowfield and Ladybarn; Chorlton- 
on-Medlock, St. Luke’s; Pendlebury, 
Christ Church; Levenshulme, St. An- 
drew’s ; Heywood, All Souls’ ; Scotforth, 
St. Paul’s; Burnage ; Todmorden ; Hor- 
wich ; Adlington ; Douglas, near South- 
port : Walton - le - Dale; = Overton; 
Brindle Heath ; Flixton ; Lougton, Man- 
chester; Royton, St. Anne’s; Royton, 
All Saints’; Royton, St. Paul’s; and 
Preston, St. James’, 


j i i 
lancnester 3 


chester : 


‘ : bey? . 
Halts 3 


2. Petitions in favour of Religious 
Liberty, sound Religious Education for 
children according to the faith of their 
parents, and the maintenance of de- 
nominational training colleges, of teachers 








bes feed tate 
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in schools at Holme-in-Cliviger, Burnley; 
Darwen; Manchester, St. Stephen’s ; 


Manchester, Stowell Memorial; Man- 
chester, St. Andrew’s; Newton Heath ; 
Chorlton-cum-Hardy; Douglas, near 
Southport; Eccleston; Hornby, Man- 
chester ; Hesketh, near Preston ; Laugho, 
Manchester; Dobcross, Manchester ; 
Whitworth, Rochdale; Gorton, All 
Saints’; Pendleton, John Street School ; 
Barrowford, Manchester ; Newton Heath, 
All Saints’; Salford, St. Stephen’s ; 
Fallowfield and Ladybarn; Walton-le- 
Dale ; Todmorden ; Preston, St. James’ ; 
Royton; Levenshulme, St. Andrew’s ; 
Heywood, All Souls’; Scotsforth, St. 
Pauls; Adlington; Miles Platting, St. 
Lukes; Brindle Heath;  Flixton; 
Pendlebury, Christ Church ; Hulme, St. 
Mary’s ; Chorlton-on-Medlock, St. Luke’s ; 
Hulme, St. John the Baptist; Droy- 
lesden ; Burnage ; Oldham, St. Mary’s ; 
and Bury (Elton), All Saints’, 


fead and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS— 
RECESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the following Papers, having 
been commanded to be presented to this 
House by His Majesty, had been so pre- 
sented on the following dates by delivery 
to the Clerk of the Parliaments, pursuant 
to Standing Order No, CXL, viz. : 


MINES AND QUARRIES. 

I. General Report and Statistics for 
1904—Part IV. Colonial and Foreign 
Statistics, Statistics relating to persons 
employed, output, and accidents at 
mines and quarries in the British Colonies 
and in Foreign Countries. (April 10.) 


II. Reports of His Majesty’s Inspectors 
of Mines under the Coal Mines Regulation 
Acts, 1887 to 1896, the Metalli- 
ferous Mines Regulations Acts, 
1872, and 1875, and the Quarries 
Act, 1894, for the year 1905. Kast 
Scotland District, R. McLaren; West 
Scotland, R. M. Ronaldson ; Newcastle, 
J. B. Atkinson; Durham, R. Donald 
Bain; York and Lincoln, W. Walker ; 
Manchester and Ireland, John Gerrard ; 
Liverpool and North Wales, Henry Hall ; 


{30 Apri. 1906} 
Midland, A. H. Stokes; Stafford, W. N. 
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Atkinson ; Cardiff, F. A. Gray ; Swansea, 
J. T. Robson; Southern, J. S. Martin. 
(April 10.) 


BANKING, RAILWAY, AND SHIPPING 
STATISTICS (IRELAND). 

Report on the Banking and Railway 
and Shipping Statistics of Ireland, for 
the half-year ended 31st December, 1905. 
(April 10.) 

TRADE REPORTS (I. ANNUAL 

SERIES). 
No. 3549. Chile (Coquimbo). 


» ddI, 
No. 3551. United States (Maryland, 
Virginia, West Virginia, and Kentucky). 


Austria-Hungary (Triéste). 
Q a } 


» 


(April 10). 

No. 3552. Italy (Genoa). 

No. 3553. Colombia (Santa Marta). 
(April 11). 

No. 3554. France (Réunion). 

No. 3555. Norway (April 19). 


No. 3556. 
Acarnania). 

No. 3557. 
Ayres). 

No. 3558. 
(April 19). 


No. 3559. 


Greece (Morea, Aetolia, and 
Argentine Republic (Buenos 
Venezuela (Ciudad Bolivar) 


Greece (Corfu). 

No. 3560. Sweden (Stockholm and 
Eastern Coast of Sweden). (April 20). 

No, 3561. Turkey (Palestine). (April 
21), 

No. 3562. Egypt (Alexandria). (April 


24), 

No. 3563. Germany (Leipzig). (April 
26). 

No. 3564. United States (States of 
California, Nevada, and Utah, and 
Territory of Arizona). 

No. 3565. Italy (Rome). 

No. 3566. Russia (Batoum). (April 
27). 


Il. MISCELLANEOUS SERIES. 

No. 646. Persia (Persian Customs Re- 
culations). 

No. 647. United States (Turpentine 
Industry). (April 10). 

No. 648. Italy (Agriculture of Tus- 
cany). (April 21). 

H 2 
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Parliamentary 
POST OFFICE. 
I, Additional articles to the Money | 
Order Convention between the Post | 
Office of the United Kingdom of Great | 
Britain and Ireland and the Post Office | 
Denmark, dated 20th December, 1905 
and 23rd January 1906. (April 10). 

II. Agreement between the Post Office, 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain, 
and Ireland and the Royal Imperial | 
Austrian Postal Administration concern- | 
ing the exchange of money orders. | 
(April 10). 

Ill. Agreement for an exchange o1, 
money orders between the Post Office | 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain | 
and Ireland and the Post Office of Hun- 
gary, dated 28th October, 1905, and 
16th November, 1905. (April 27). | 

IV. Agreement for an exchange of | 
money orders between the Post Office of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland and the Post Office of 
Switzerland, dated 8th-l7th October, 
1905. (April 27). 


CAPE OF GOOD HOPE (OBSER- 
VATORY),. 

Report of His Majesty's Astronomer 
at the Cape of Good Hope to the Secretary 
of the Admiralty, for the year 1905. 
(April 10). 


FIRE BRIGADES AND FIRES, 1903 
(ENGLAND AND WALES). 
Return relative to Fire Brigades and 
Fires in England and Wales, for the year 
1903. (April 11). 


AUSTRIA-HUNGARY (NEW CUSTOMS | 
TARIFF (INTERIM STATEMENT) ). 
Translation of the New Customs Tariff 

of Austria-Hungary as modified by 

commercial treaties with Germany, Russia 

Italy, Belgium, and Switzerland. (April | 


INDIA TRADE. 

Tables relating to the trade of British | 

India with British Possessions and Foreign 

Countries, 1900-1901 to 1904-1905, (April 
11). 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1877, 

Twenty-eighth Annual Report of the 
Prison Commissioners for Scotland, being | 
the Sixty-seventh Annual Report on | 
Prisons in Scotland (April 11). 


{LORDS} 


| Western and Nile 


(Cd. 9253], September 1899). 


| I. (Summaries, abstract, and 
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EAST AFRICA PROTECTORATE. 
Return of grants of land in the East 
Africa Protectorate from Ist January 
1904, to 31st December, 1905 (in con- 
tinuation of [Cd. 2331] Africa, No. 15 
of 1904). (April 19). 


UGANDA PROTECTORATE, 
Report on a botanical mission through 
the forest districts of Buddu and the 
Provinces of the 
Uganda Protectorate by Mr. M. T. Dawe, 


| officer-in-charge, Forestry and Scientific 


Department. (April 19). 

ELECTRIC POWER AND SUPPLY 

BILLS. 

Memorandum by the Commissioners 
of Works. (April 19). 

STRAITS SETTLEMENTS, HONG 

KONG, GIBRALTAR, 

Further correspondence relating to 
measures adopted for checking the spread 
of venereal disease (in continuation of 


(April 19). 


NATIONAL GALLERY, &c. (SCOTLAND). 
Twelfth Annual Report to the Secretary 
for Scotland by the commissioners and 
trustees of the Board of Manufactures 
in Scotland, for the year ended 50th 
September, 1905. (April 19). 


ROYAL OBSERVATORY, EDINBURGH. 
Sixteenth Annual Report of the Astron- 
omer-Royal for Scotland. (April 19). 


CROFTERS HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) 
ACTS, ISS86—-1887. 


Report by the Crofters Commission 
being for the year ended 3lst December, 
1905. (April 19). 


TRADE, 
Annual Statement of the Trade of the 


| United Kingdom with Foreign Countries 


and British Possessions, 1905, compared 
with the four preceding years: Volume 
detailed 
tables of imports and exports). (April 
19). 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL 


INSTRUCTION (IRELAND). 
Fifth Annual General Report of the 
(April 19). 


Department, 1904-1905. 
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TREATY SERIES, No. 3 (1906). 
Treaty of commerce and navigation 
between the United Kingdom and Rou- 
mania; signed at Bucharest, 31st October, 


1905. (Ratifications exchanged at 
Bucharest, 17th March, 1906). (April 
233). 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS (GREAT BRITAIN). 

Forty-ninth Report for the year 1905 
of the Inspector of Reformatory and 
Industrial Schools. Part I. List of 
Schools and detailed Reports. (April 25). 
BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 

FISHERIES  (LOUPING - ILL AND 

BRAXY COMMITTEE). 

Report of the Departmental Com- 
mittee appointed by the Board of Agri- 
culture to inquire into the Aetiology, 
Pathology, and Morbid Anatomy and 
other matters connected with the diseases 
of sheep, known as Louping-Ill and 
Braxy. 

Part I. General Report. 

Part II. Details of Investigation. 


Part II. Summary of Suggestions. 

(April 25). 
EGYPT, NO. 1 (1906). 

teports by His Majesty's Agent and 
Consul-General, on the Finances, Ad- 
ministration, and Condition of Egypt 
and the Soudan in 1905, (April 25). 

EDUCATION (SCOTLAND), 

Report and Papers relating to the 
training of teachers, for the year 1904- 
1905, (April 27). 

IRELAND DEVELOPMENT GRANT 

ACT, 1903, 

teport of the Lord-Lieutenant of all 
his proceedings under the Act, for the 
financial year ended 31 March, 1906. 
(April 27). 

LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887. 

teturn of the number of eviction 
notices filed during the quarter ended 
3st March, 1906. (April 27). 

RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC 

ACTS, 1854-1894. 

Seventeenth Annual Report of the 
Railway and Canal Commission, with 
Appendix. (April 28). 

The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (‘ADMINISTRA- 
TIVE COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON 
ENDOWED CHARITIES). 

Report made to the Board of Education 
in the result of an inquiry into endow- 
ments subject to the provisions of the 
Charitable Trusts Acts, 1853 to 1894, 
and appropriated in whole or in part to 
purposes of elementary education in the 
administrative county of Northampton 
or in any part thereof. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
Report of the Committee of Council 
on Education in Scotland, with Appendix, 
1905-1906. 
Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890 
(SLAM). 

Order passed at the Council held on 
April 4th, 1906, under the authority of a 
Royal Commission, entitled “ The Siam 
Order in Council, 1906.” 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894 
(COLLISIONS AT SEA). 

Order, passed at the Council held on 
the April 4th, 1906, under the authority 
of a Royal Commission, making provision 
as to lights and signals of fishing vessels 
in substitution for those contained in 
Article 10 of the Regulations scheduled 
to the Order in Council of August 11th, 
1884, as amended from time to time. 


COUNTY COURTS. 
Rules, 1906; explanatory 


andum, 


memor- 


POLICE (COUNTIES AND BOROUGHS, 
ENGLAND AND WALES). 
Reports of His Majesty’s Inspectors 
of Constabulary, for the year ended 
September 29th, 1905. 


LOCAL LOANS FUND (ACCOUNTS, 
1904-1905). 

Accounts of receipts and payments by 
the Commissioners for the Reduction 
of the National Debt, in respect of the 
capital and income of the local loans fund, 
for the year ended March 3ist, 1905; 
together with the Report of the Comp- 
| troller and Auditor-General thereon, 








Returis, 
IRISH LAND PURCHASE FUND 
ACCOUNTS (1903-1905). 
Accounts of receipts and payments 
by the Commissioners for the Reduc- 
tion of the National Debt in respect of 
the capital and income of the Irish 
Land Purchase Fund, from November 
Ist 1903 to March 31st 1905; together 
with the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General thereon. 
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PUBLIC RECORDS (PRISON COM- 
MISSION). 

Schedule containing a list and par- 
ticulars of classes of documents existing 
or accruing in the oflice of the Com- 
missioners of Prisons and Directors of 
Convict Prisons, which are not con- 
sidered of suflicient public value to 
justify their preservation in the Public 
Record Office. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY 

BOROUGH OF TYNEMOUTH), 
Order made by the council of the 
county borough of Tynemouth dividing 

the borough into polling districts. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 

Orders made by the councils of the 
following city, county, and county 
borough, and confirmed by the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
fixing the hours of closing for certain 
shops in the city and county of Bristol ; 
county borough of Bolton. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853-1891 
(CONDITIONAL LICENCE). 

Licences granted by His Majesty under 
the provisions of the Penal Servitude 
Acts, 1853 to 1891, to which are annexed 
conditions other than those contained 
in Schedule A. of the Penal Servitude 
Act, 1864, to Frederick Sadler, William 
Jones, James Kitching. 


WALES 
MALE 


PRISONS, ENGLAND AND 
(TREATMENT OF SELECTED 
CRIMINAL PRISONERS). 
Draft of rules proposed to be made 

by the Secretary of State for the Home 

Department under Section 25 of the 

of the 


Prisons Act, 1877, and Section 2 


Prisons Act, 1898, appropriating Bor- 
stal Prison and part of Lincoln Prison 
to selected male criminal prisoners, 
and providing as to the treatment of 
selected male criminal prisoners between | 
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Reports, de. 


the ages of sixteen and twenty-one 
under special rules. 


COMPANTES (WINDING-UP) ACT, 1390, 

Account showing receipts and expen- 
diture on account of proceedings under 
the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, 
during the year ended March 31st, 106. 

BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883 

CEEDINGS.) 

Account showing the receipts and 
expenditure on account of bankruptcy 
proceedings during the year ended March 
3lst, 1906, 


(PRO- 


GREEK LOAN OF 1898. 
Account up to March 3lst, 1906. 


SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury Minute, dated April 12th, 
1906, declaring that Robert William 
Street, boy, Ordnance Vessel “ Pru- 
dent” War Office, was appointed with- 
out a Civil Service certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the head of 
his department. 

Treasury warrant, dated April 23rd, 
1906, amending warrant of September, 
1887, relating to the grant of gratuities 
and allowances under Section 1 of the 
Superannuation Act, 1887. 


EGYPTIAN GUARANTEED LOAN 
OF 1885. 
Account up to March 31st, 1906. 
RECORDS 
ACT, 1867. 
Rules made under Section 17 of the 
Act. 


PUBLIC (IRELAND) 


METROPOLITAN POLICE, 
Accounts showing the sums received 
and expended for the purposes of the 
Metropolitan Police and Police Pension 
Funds between April Ist, 1905 and 
March 3lst, 1906. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to he on the Table. 
UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877. 
Statutes made by the Governing Body 
of Sidney Sussex College, Cambridge, on 
December 29th, 1905, amending certain 
of the Statutes of the college. 
Statutes made by the Governing 
Body of Merton College, Oxford, on 
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December 9th, 1905 (and sealed on De- | 
cember 14th, 1905), altering and amending 
Statutes IIL, V., and VIII. of the 
Statutes of the college. 


Statutes made by the Governing Body 
of Corpus Christi College, Oxford, on 
(1) April 25rd, 1904 (and sealed on Decem- 
ber 13th, 1905), amending Statute 24 (bd) ; 
and (2) December 2nd, 1905 (and sealed 
on December 13th, 1905), amending 
Statutes 24 (b) and 32(a) of the Statutes 
of the college. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and to be printed. (No. 55.) 


THAMES CONSERVANCY. 

General Report of the Proceedings of 
the Conservators of the River Thames 
during the year ended December 3st, 
1905, with Statement of the Accounts of 
the Conservators of the River Thames 
for that year: Delivered (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


WESTMINSTER BRIDGE AND THE 
THAMES EMBANKMENT. 
teturn respecting: Laid before the 
House (pursuant to order of the 8th of 
March last), and to be printed. (No. 54.) 
(IRELAND) 


SEED POTATOES SUPPLY 


BILL. 
Read 1*; to be printed; and to be 
read 2" to-morrow (fhe Lord Denman). 
(No. 56.) 


POST OFFICE (MONEY ORDERS) BILL. 

Read 1‘; to be printed; and to be 
read 2" to-morrow (The Lord Granard 
|Z. Granard]). (No. 57.) 


ACCIDENTS BILL (No 
SUPERANNUATION 


DS). 


BILL 


NOTICE OF 
POLICE 
(No. 59). 


Read 1*, and to be printed. 
WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY BILL. 


Order of the day for the House to be 
in Committee, read, and discharged. 


GERMAN GIPSIES IN SCOTLAND. 
Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : My 
Lords, before the Motion for the adjourn- | 
ment of the House is pat I should hike | 
to ask a Question on which Lhave given | 
private notice. I cannot say that it | 
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is on a subject of first-class importance, 
but the matter with which it deals has 


caused a good deal of inconvenience 
| 


| during the last three or four weeks in 


that part of Scotland which [ know 
best. About a month ago there was a 
considerable incursion of German gipsies. 
I believe they came over to the number 
They marched 
commencing 
the bank of the Forth and 
reaching as far as Stirling, and when 
{ tell your Lordships that they even 


he historic plains of 


of eighty at one time. 
Various counties 
South 


through 


Ol 


encamped upon 1 
Bannockburn the House will under- 
stand how much feeling in the locality 
tirred. I am informed that they 


: ‘ .. 4s ee 
various Cdepredations, NOt 


Was § 
committed 
only did they steal from poultry yards 
and so on, but they even milked some 
of the farmer’s cows before their owners 
got up in the morning. They also did 
a considerable amount of damage, and 
at last 
invoked. 
been possible for the 
transport them to Germany I cannoé 
say, but there have been reports—well 
founded, I believe—that larger numbers 
still were coming. I believe it is the 
fact that a small number’ came last 
year and the year before and that they 
found the country such a land of promise 
that tl circulated of their 


tney 
prosperity, and others have since come. 


the services of the police had to 
Whether or it has 


authorities to re- 


be not 


reports 


papers to the effect that this incursion 


A rumour has appeared in the news- 


is likely to continue. The German 
Government have been passing laws to 
L : " " wal 
endeavo ir to ge this class of people 
to settle down and become orderly 
subjects, but, resenting this, they are 
1 o .] t } P 
leaving Germany. I do not kno 


whether, under the powers of the much 
controverted Aliens Act or by represen- 
tations to the authorities in Germany, 
His Majesty’s Goverument can do any- 
thing to abate a state of things which, 
though it has, I a mit, its humorous 


side, has also its serious aspect. 


AD- 
My 
Lords, in the absence of my noble friend 
who represents the Scottish Office, [ have 
been asked to reply to this Question. I 
think my noble friend opposite will admit 
that this is rather a far cry from the 
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Admiralty. 
to protect the country against raids, 





Though we are very ready | 
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| 


I am afraid that the prevention of a raid | 


of this sort is even beyond the power of 
His Majesty’s ships. I believe the facts 
are substantially as stated by my noble 
friend. These are not persons who would 
come under the Aliens Act, because, in 


the first place, they arrived in different | 


ships in numbers fewer than twenty. 
We have no information that such 
legislative measures as my noble friend 
suggested are being taken in Germany. 
What we are told is that these German 
gipsies belong to a tribe whose chief lives 
in Italy, and that they are birds of 
passage in Scotland on their way to 
Italy. They are not entirely without 
means of subsistence, as has been sug- 
gested. They have horses and carts of 
sorts—I believe not very good ones— 
and they are also adepts in certain 
acrobatic performances. They are wan- 
dering about Scotland getting money 
by horse dealing and by giving acrobatic 
shows, and I am told that they have 
been so far successful that they have 
from time to time made as much 
as from £3 to £5 a day out of their 
performances. From what we can gather 
these people are perfectly peaceable and 
quiet. It is true that they have, after 
the fashion of gipsies, been guilty of 
some petty larcenies, but the offences have 
not been of a serious character. Though 
they do not come within the scope of the 
Aliens Act so far as their entry into this 
country is concerned, Clause 3 of the 
Act does give power to deport them if 
they prove undesirable ; but there does 
not at present seem to be any reason why 
such action should be taken against 
them. I think that perhaps too much 
attention has been paid to them by the 
police, and that they have been unduly 
hustled from county to county. I hear 
further, that some German residents in 
Glasgow are taking steps to induce them 
to return to their own country or to go on 
to their chief in Italy without delay. Ido 
not think this is a matter on which | 
need detain your Lordships longer, or 
which is likely to cause much dithculty 
to His Majesty’s lieges. : 


House adjourned at twenty 
minutes before Five o'clock, 
till To-morrow, at half-past 
‘Ten o'clock, 


Lord Tweedmouth. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 30th April, 1906. 


The House met at a quarter before 
Three of the Clock. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 
BILL (STANDING ORDERS APPLI- 
CABLE THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bill, referred on the 


First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto 


have been complied with, viz. —-London 
Counts Counsel (Money) Bill. 
That the Bill be 


Ordered, read a 


second time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL (NO 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 
Mr. SpEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bill, referred on 

the First Reading thereof, no Standing 

Orders are applicable, viz. :—Land Drain- 

age Provisional Order Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be 

second time to-morrow. 


read a 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That inthe 
case of the following Bills, referred ov 
the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto 
have been complied with, viz :-——Klectric 
Lighting Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill; 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill). 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


second time to-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS PETITIONS [LORDS] 


(STANDING ORDERS NOT COM- 
PLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


Report from one of the Examiners of 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
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Bills, 
been complied with, viz. :—Crellin’s 
Patents Bill [Lords] ; Ritz Hotel, Limited, 
Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Reports be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


Midland Railway Bill (King’s Consent 
signified), 
passed, 


Kidderminster Gas Bill [Lords] (by | 


Order). Read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional | 


Orders (No. 1) Bill, “to confirm certain 
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case of the Petitions for the folfowing | 


the Standing Orders have not | 


Bill read the third time, and 
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Amendments ; Report to lie upon the 
|Table, and to be printed. 

Wandsworth and Putney Gas (Removal 
‘of Sulphur Restrictions) Bill, reported 
[parties do not proceed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


(Removal of Sulphur 
Report to 


Gas Companies 
| Restrictions) Bill, reported ; 
lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 
iks OF Take PEACE AND COUNTY 
COUNCILS BILL. 
Petition from Bury St. Edmunds, for 
to lie upon the Table. 


| CLE} 


| alteration ; 


Provisional Orders of the Local Govern- | 


ment Board for Ireland relating to 
the Urban District of Sligo and the 
Counties of Kildare and Limerick,” 


presented by Mr, Attorney-General for 
Ireland ; supported by Mr. Bryce ; read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Pill 179.} 


North Berwick Corporation Order Con- 
firmation Bill, “* to confirm a Provisional 
Order under The Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating 
to North Berwick Corporation,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Sinclair, and ordered 
(under Section 7 of the Act), to be con- 
sidered upon Wednesday. 


Catheart District Railway (Superfluous 
Lands) Order Confirmation bill 
confirm a Provisional Order under The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, relating to the Cathcart Dis- 
trict Railway,” presented by Mr. Sinclair, 
and ordered (under Section 7 of the Act) 
to be considered upon Wednesday. 


Electric 
Ordered, 
Commissioners 


Power and Supply Bills 
That the Memorandum by the 
of Works on Electric 


Power and Supply Bills be referred to | 


the Committee on the London County 
Council (Electric Supply)  Bill.— (Mr. | 
Harcourt.) 


Corporation of London (Blackfriars 
and other Bridges) Bill, reported, with | 


** tO 


COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; From Aldwarke 
|(No. 2); Bruntclitfe; Bwllfa; Cadeby 
Main; Cwmaman; Dinnington; Ellen- 
borough ; Gelli Jlaf; Greasbro ; Heck- 
i}mondwike; Hickleton Main; Kiveton 
Park ; Low Laithes ; Moorhouse Guards ; 
Nantymelyn Gray; Old St. Helen’s , 
Robin Hood; Rotherham; Scholes ; 
and, Silverwood Collieries ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
(ENGLAND 
BILL. 
Petition from Stoke Bruerne, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION AND WALES) 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL (RELIGLOUS TEACHING). 

Petitions against alteration of Law ; 
from Ampfield ; Arreton (two) ; Ayeliife ; 
Barton upon Irwell (two); Baschurch , 
Biggin; Biggleswade; Bellerby (two) ; 
Billingham (two); Birmingham; Black- 
pool (two); Bournemouth; Boxmoor 
(two); Burghelere; Burnley; Bury 
(two) ; Carlton Scroop ; Clifton ; Clifton 
Brighouse ; Cockayne pone ; Compton 
| and Shawford (two); Croft ; Deaf Hill 
‘eum Langdale; Duddeston; Durham ; 
Egelescliife ; Elton ; Klwick Hall (two) ; 
| Ever ‘sley ; Fair Oak (two); Fakenham 
(two) ; Fyfield ; Grateley (two); Grey- 


| well (two) Hadleigh (two); Hamp- 
| ton; yoo Hill : Hampton Wick ; 
| Hannington ; Harrold ; Hatherden in 


Andover (twe) ; Hathersage (two) ; Hay 
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(two); Hornsea; Houghton le Spring ; 
Kelloe; Kingsclere (two); Kingsley 





Returns, 
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Reports, &e. 


| College Statutes (by Act); to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. (No. 142.) 


(two); Laverstoke; Lightcliffe (two) ; | 


Margate ; Mirfield (two) ; Monk Hesleden, 
Morley cum Churwell (two) ; 
market (two); Northampton (two) : 
Nottingham; Rookhope; Ruislip; St. 
Mary Bourne; St. John’s in the Vale 
(two); Savile Town (two); Sherburn ; 
Shincliffe; South Helton; South Tid- 
worth; Stockbridge (two); Stoke 
Charity ; Teddington (two); Ticehurst 
(two); Tostock; Tredington; Welton ; 
Westbrook; Margate; West Stow; 
Whitchurch (two); Woolton Hill (two) ; 
and Wouston ; to lie upon the Table. 
EDUCATION OF DEFECTIVE CHILD- 
REN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition from Edinburgh, in favour ; 

to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ENDOWED CHARITIES (ELEMENTARY 
EDUCATION) (NORTHAMPTON). 

Copy presented, of Report made to 
the Board 
of an Inguiry into Endowments subject 
to the provisions of the Charitable 
Trusts Acts, 1853 to 1894, and appro- 
priated in whole or in part to proposals 
of Elementary Education in the <Ad- 
ministrative County of Northampton 
or in any part thereof (by command) ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT 1877 (OXFORD). 
Copy presented, of Statutes made 
by the Governing Body of Merton 
College, Oxford, on December 9th, 1905, 
altering and amending Statutes 


(by Act); to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. (No. 141.) 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 


CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD), 

Copy presented, of Statutes made by 
the Governing Body of Corpus Christi 
College, Oxford, on April 23rd, 1904, 
amending Statute XXIV. (b), and on 
December 2nd, 1905, amending Statutes 


XXIV. (b) and XXXII. (a) of the 


New- | 


of Education in the result | 


IIl., | 
V., and VIII. of the College Statutes | 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAM- 
BRIDGE ACT, 1877 (CAMBRIDGE). 
Copy presented, of Statutes made 

by the Governing Body of Sidney Sussex 

College, Cambridge, on December 27th, 

1905, amending certain of the Statutes 

of the College [by Act]; to lie upon 

the Table, and to be printed. [No. 143.] 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 4th April, 1906, making provision as 
to lights and signals of fishing vessels 
in substitution for those contained in 
Article 10 of the Regulations scheduled 
to the Order in Council of August 11th, 
1884, as amended from time to time 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890, 
Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
April 4th, 1906, entitled The Siam Order 
in Council, 1906 [by Act]; to he upon the 
| Table. 


PUBLIC INCOME AND EXPENDITURE. 

Account presented, of the Gross Pub- 
lic Income and Expenditure in the year 
|ended March 31st, 1906, together with 
the Balances in the Exchequer at the 
commencement and at the termination 
of the year, and the amounts received 
into or issued from the Exchequer in 
respect of Funded and Unfunded Debt 
created or redeemed in the said year 
'[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
‘to be printed [No. 144.] 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Warrant, 
dated April 23rd, 1906, amending War- 
rant of September 1887, relating to the 
grant of gratuities and allowances, under 
| Section 1 of The Superannuation Act, 
| 1887 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

| Copy presented, of Report of the pro- 
/ceedings of the Board of Trade un to 
the 31st December, 1905, and of the 
proceedings of the Light Railway Com- 
| missioners up to the same date [by Act]; 
'to lie upon the Table, and to be printed, 
|[No. 145.] 
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(Questions. 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC 
ACTS, 1854 TO. 1894, 

Copy presented, of Seventeenth Annual 
teport of the Railway and Canal Com- 
mission, with Appendix [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY 
s}30ROUGH OF TYNEMOUTH). 
Copy presented, of Order made to the 
Council of the County Borough of Tyne- 
mouth, dividing the Borough into 
Polling Districts [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Council of the County Borough of Bol- 
ton, and confirmed by the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, 
fixing the hours of closing for barbers’ 
and hairdressers’ shops within the 
borough [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

METROPOLITAN POLICE. 

Accounts presented, of the Metro- 
politan Police and the Police Pension 
Funds for the year ended March 31st, 
1906 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 146.] 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Committee of Council on Education in 
Scotland, with Appendix, 1905-6 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


DRUMDOE, COUNTY ROSCOMMON 
(INQUIRY). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered April llth ; Mr. James O’ Kelly] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (IRELAND) ACT 1867. 

Copy presented, of Rules made under 
the Public Records (Ireland) Act, 1867, 
dated April 2nd, 1906 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


FINANCIAL STATEMENT (1906-7). 
Copy ordered, ‘‘of Statement 
Revenue and Expenditure as laid before 
the House by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer when opening the Budget.” —(Mr. 

McKenna.) 

Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 147.] 


of 
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(Questions. 
EAST INDIA (RAILWAYS AND 
IRRIGATION WORKS). 
Address “Return showing the 
estimated position, as reg:rds capital 
expenditure, the Railways 
and Irrigation Works unde? construction 
in India on the 31st day of March, 1906, 
and the proposed expenditure thereon 
daring 1905-7 (in continuation of Parhia- 
mentary Paper, No. 163, of Sesson 
1905). —( Mr. Robert Price.) 


for 


several 


of 


EMIGRATION AND IMMIGRATION. 

Copy ordered “of Statistical Tables 
relating to Emigration aid [mmigration 
from and into the United Kinglom in 
the vear 1905, and Report to the Board 
of Trade thereo yc -{ Yr. Loy 1-r20rge.) 


WUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRUULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Naval Shipbuilding Design3. 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis) : To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
the Admiralty are prepared to follow 
the precedent of 1889, when Sir William 
White was permitted to read a paper on 
the naval designs of ships, by permitting 
Sir Philip Watts to read a similar paper 
for purposes of discussion ; and, failing 
this, whether they will afford information 
before Vote 8 is discussed similar to that 
given by the American, French, and 
German naval authorities. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The reply to the first portion of the Ques- 
tion is in the negative. A Statement 
on the “ Dreadnought” design will be 
made when Vote 8 is under discussion, 
which it is hoped will afford the infor- 
mation desired by the hon. Member. 


Court Martial on Captain Grogan. 
Mr. BELLAIRS : To ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether Captain Gro- 
gin, of H.M.S. ** Donegal,” was informed 
that he had been superseded in the com- 
mand of his ship immediately prior to his 
trial by court martial ; and, if so, whether 
there is any precedent for such action on 
the part of the Admiralty ; and whether 
'the Admiralty. took into consideration 
| the effect the decision would have on 








215 (Questions. 


the minds of the officers constituting the 
court. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
Captain Grogan was not superseded, but | 


remained in command of the “ Donegal ” 


until the ship was paid off with a view to | 
the necessary repairs being undertaken. | 
not considered that the court | 


It was 
would have been in any way biassed by 
the fact that Captain Grogan was not 
appointed to a new command while a 


him. 


Closure of Navy Votes. 

Mr. BELLAIRS: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty what Navy Votes 
were closured without discussion in 1903, 
1f04, and 1905, respectively. 

(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The information is as _ follows :—1903 
None; 1904, 3 Votes, viz., 5, 12, and 14; 
1905, 11 Votes, viz., 2 to 7, 9, 11, and 
13 to 15. 


Post Office Electrical Patents. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Finsbury, Central) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he will explain why, in view of the 
amount of money expended at the General 
Factory, Mount Pleasant, in experiment- 
ing on electrical condensers and other 
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| ployees at the Volloway postal telegraph 
factory being placed on short time ; and 
'whether orders are still being given to 
outside manufacturers for telegraph and 
telephone apparatus which could be pro- 
| duced cheaper at the factory, which has 
been recently enlarged at a considerable 
cost. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) 1 


regret that it was necessary recently to 


| put some of the hands at Holloway on 
charge of negligence was pending against 


short time. They have now been placed 


/on full time again, and I am taking such 


steps as I can to keep the work constant, 
and to reduce to a minimum both short 
time and = discharges. The — factories 
are now recelving the orders for such 
apparatus as can be produced there as 


| cheaply as outside, subject of course to 
‘the capabilities of the factories. 


work, and of the fact that the whole of | 


the work was done at the factory and by 
the staff generally, some seven patents 
have been taken out by an oflicer of the 
factory on the results of the experiments 
done, and is he aware that the patents 
have been let on royalty to a foreign firm 
who are now manufacturing condensers 


on the results obtained at Mount Pleasant. | 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 
The officer in question has been allowed 
to take out patents on conditions which 
amply protect the interests of the Post 


Grievances of Overseers Class, London 
Postal Services. 


Mr. STEADMAN: To ask the Post- 
master-General whether he is aware that 
representatives of the oversee®rs class, 
London postal service, have on several 
occasions asked for a reply to the points 
raised in their interview with the Post- 
master-General in 1905; that since the 
issue of Lord Stanley's scheme they have 
been informed that the matter was still 
under consideration, and that, as recently 
as November, 1905, they were informed 
by the Secretary of the Post Office that 
a reply would be given shortly ; and will 
he explain why these replies were made 
in view of his statement that an answer 
was given to most of the points raised in 
December, 1904, and that the question 
of their pay was settled when the Stanley 
scheme came into operation. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) 
Most of the points raised by the mem- 


_orialists were answered in 1904, but no 


Office and other Government Depart- | 


ments. IJ think it is to the public ad- 
vantage that the inventive faculty of 
public servants should be encouraged. 


Short Time at Holloway Postal 
Telegraph Factory. 


Mr. STEADMAN: To ask the Post- 
master General whether he can offer any 
explanation as to the cause of the em- | 


i scale of 
| these points and the questions arising 


final answer could at that time be given 
either to their request for the creation 
of a body of second class assistant 
superintendents or in respect of their 
pay. The consideration of 


out of them was delayed pending the 
consideration of the Report of the Brad- 
ford Committee. The scale of pay was 
settled by the Stanley revision, but the 
other remaining points were still not in a 
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condition for settlement. 
time it is obviously impossible for me, 
in view of the Select Committee now 
sitting, to decide the matter, or deal with 
the further demands they have made. 
I can only suggest to the memorialists 
that they should await the result of the 
Committee’s Report, and that if, after 
I have considered it, they still desire to 
raise any question on the subject, they 
should do so, 


Questions, 


Belfast Postal Learners’ Wages. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 5.): To ask the 
Postmaster-General under what — cir- 
cumstances learners, male and female, at 
Belfast have recently been called upon to 
say in writing whether or not they are 
prepared to accept the recent wages 
concession, and have been warned that 
any decision in the matter at which they 
may arrive will be considered final. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Busxton.) 
The inquiry was addressed to the learners 
at Belfast in order that it might be 
ascertained whether they desired to be 
paid under the new system or under the 
old until their appointment to the estab- 
lishment. It is most undesirable that 
there should be frequent changes in the 
system of payment as regards individuals, 
hence the notice that their decision in 
this respect would be considered final. 


Pay of Post Office Adult Night 
Messengers. 


Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary. 
Mid.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that adult night 
messengers in Scotland are only paid in 
some instances Is. when kept on duty on 
public holidays; will he issue instrue- 
tions hat at the ensuing King’s birthday, 
and sueceeding holidays, these adult 
messengers shall be paid a full day's 
wages at the rate at present paid for 
Bank Holidays in England and Ifreland, 
namely, time and a half. 


Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN: To ask 
the Postmaster-General if he will state 
the scale of pay received by established 
adult night messengers at Sheffield and 
Hull; and will he consider the advisa- 
bility of placing on*the establishment 
the adult night messengers in Scotland 


who have five years of approved service, | 
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At the present | 
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as the duties performed by the unestab- 
lished night messengers in the Scottish 
offices are quite as arduous as at the 
Yorkshire offices named, where the adult 
night messengers enjoy all the advan- 
tages of an established appointment. 


Questions. 


(dnswered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) I 
will answer the hon. Member’s Questions 
together. A few of the adult night . 
messengers at Sheffield and Hull are on 


the scale 18s., Is., 21s. a week. The 
arrangement is, however, exceptional 


and, as vacancies occur, unestablished 
messengers at fixed wages will be em- 
ployed as at all other offices. Full duty 
messengers are, in common with other 
full duty officers, entitled to extra pay- 
ment at a single rate for duty performed 
on Bank Holidays or on those holidays 
in Scotland which correspond to the four 
Bank Holidays in England and Wales. 
The King’s birthday is not kept as a 
public holiday at provincial post offices. 


Speed of Express Trains. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northampton- 
shire, E.): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether the report of 
the inspector of the Board as to the recent 
accident near Kirtlebridge has yet been 
received ; whether his attention has been 
called to statements since made that 
serious risk is caused to express trains 
to and from Scotland by excessive speed 
on down grades where there are curves 
and facing points, and notably to the 
west coast trains in descending Shap Fell 
towards Penrith, and also in descending 
the down grade near Grayrigg to the 
south ; and whether he will cause inquiry 
to be made into this allegation and, if 
necessary, representations to be made to 
the company concerned, 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) The 
Report on the Kirtlebridge accident has 
not yet been received. Pending its 
receipt it would be premature to consider 
the necessity of taking any steps such as 
are suggested by my hon. friend. 


Toll Bars. 

Mr. ARTHUR STANLEY (Lanca- 
shire, Ormskirk): To ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether a con- 
siderable number of tolls are still im- 
posed on roads and bridges in this 
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country; and,.if so, whether he will 
cause a Return to be prepared showing 
the places where such tolls are imposed 
and by what authority they are levied. 


Questions, 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) Tolls 
are imposed on a certain number of roads 
and bridges, but I cannot state the precise 
number. Asregards sucha Return as that 
suggested, there might be some difficulty 
in obtaining correct information as to 
the legal authority under which the tolls 
are levied, and, at all events, the pre- 
paration of the Return would involve com- 
munication with some 1,800 local bodies. 
Legislation on the subject of these tolls 
would not be practicable now, and in 
all the circumstances it does not seem to 
be necessary that a Return should be 
obtained at the present time. 


Wages in Royal Dockyards. 

Mr. J. WILLIAMS BENN (Devonport): 
Toask the Secretary to the Admiralty what 
progress has been made in the inquiry as 
to the wages paid in the Royal Dock- 
yards and those obtaining under trades 
union rates outside; and how soon he 
would be able to announce the decision 
of the Admiralty with regard to the 
matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The inquiry will be completed shortly, 
and the decision will be made and pub- 


lished as early as possible. 


Police Inspectors Soliciting Testimenials 
on Retirement. 

COLONEL LOCKWOOD © (Essex, 
Epping): To ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Home Department how 
many cases have been brought to his 
knowledge since he took office of police 
inspectors on leaving the force going 
round their districts and soliciting the 
publicans in those districts for subserip- 
tions for testimonials on their behalf; 
and what measures he will take to stop 
such practices. 


(Answered by Mr. Herbert Samuel.) 
No actual cases of this having happened 
since I took office have been brought 
to my knowledge, but past experience 
shows that it is desirable that police 


authorities should have power to pre- | 
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(Superannuation) Bill, which was drafted 
for this purpose, has already received 
the assent of the House. 


Irish Poor Law Commission— 
Representation of Irish Medical Officers. 
Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh): To ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord - Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether his attention has been called 
to the Resolutions of the Irish Medical 
Association urging the importance of 
appointing an independent Irish medi- 
‘cal man to the Poor Law Commission 
_ before it comes to investigate complaints 
;as to the position and remuneration of 
the Irish Poor Law medical officers ; 
| and whether it would be possible for him 
| to receive a deputation of the associa- 
| tion as to the present condition of the 

Irish Poor Law Medical service. 





(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Resolu- 
tions referred to do not appear to have 
been forwarded to me, but I beg to refer 
to the reply given by my right hon. 
friend the First Lord of the Treasury 
on a Question on the subject put by 
the hon. Member for South Down on 
March 14th.+ I am not sure whether 
the reference to the Royal Commission 
-extends to the grievances of the Irish 
Poor Law medical officers, but the 
Commission will doubtless be prepared 
to receive any statement on the subject 
which the medical officers may choose 
to forward, either directly or through 
me, as they may prefer. In the mean- 
time, it does not appear to be necessary 
that I should consider the question of 
receiving the proposed deputation. 


Coast Erosion. 

Mr. HALPIN (Clare, W.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Royal 
Commission on Coast Erosion applies 
to Ireland; and, if so, whether it will 
embrace the embankments protecting 
slob lands on the tidal rivers, such as 
the Shannon and the Fergus; and, 
if not, will he explain for what reason. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) It is 
intended that the Royal Commission 





t See (4) Debates, eliii, 1233. 
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Questions. 


United Kingdom and the banks of tidal 
rivers. 


Waterford Prison. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
that at the present time Waterford 
prison, in addition to receiving prisoners 
from the county and city of Waterford, 
also receives them from Wexford, Car- 
low, Kilkenny, Queen’s County, and 
the South Riding of Tipperary ; whether 
his attention has been directed to the 
hardships inflicted on the ratepayers 
of the county and city of Waterford 
in having to support patients trans- 
ferred from the Waterford prison natives 
of other counties, who remain insane 
at the expiration of their sentences ; 
and whether he can take any steps to 
have such patients removed at the ex- 
piration of their sentences to the asylums 
of the districts from which they came. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The fact 
is as stated in the first part of the Ques- 
tion. Under the Act, 1 and 2 Vic. cap. 
27, persons who become insane while in 
prison are removed to the lunatic asylum 
of the district in which the prison is 
situate, and there is no power to transfer 
such persons on the expiration of their 
sentence to the asylums of the districts 
from which they come. There are, 
I understand, in all the district asylums 
in Ireland patients who belong primarily 
to other districts, and matters are there- 
fore substantially equalised. Legisla- 
tion on the subject would involve the in- 
troduction into Ireland of a law of settle- 
ment, and I am not at present prepared 
to say that the Government could 
undertake such legislation. 


Expenses of Auditors of Local Government 
Board for Scotland. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
if he will explain why, while in the 
Estimates for the financial year ending 
March 31st, 1907, provision is made in 
the Vote for the Local Government 
Board, Ireland, for £9,944 in respect 
of the salaries and £3,700 in respect of 
the travelling expenses of their staff of 
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auditors, of which it is estimated that 
£6,500 will be recovered from _ local 
bodies, there is no similar provision for 
any outlay out of either Imperial or local 
funds in the Vote for the more recently 
constituted Local Government Board 
for Scotland. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The 
figures as regards Ireland are correctly 
stated in the Question. The reason 
why the Estimates of the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Scotland do not contain 
similar information would appear to be 
that local authorities in Scotland have 
to pay the entire cost of audit. 


Trish Local Government Expenditure. 


Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
if he can state by what sum, and at what 
rate per cent., the net amount of ex- 
penditure examined by the auditors 
of the Irish Local Government Board 
has increased or diminished from the 
amount in the financial year ending 
March 3ist 1897, ascompared with 1905, 
the net amount of expenditure being 
reckoned as the amount of expenditure 
which passed under the review of the 
auditors, excluding money passed to 
the accounts of other public bodies, 
and money transferred from one account 
of a public body to another account of 
the same public body and set against 
the expenditure shown and _ audited 
in the other account. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Local 
Government Board are not in a position 
to give the precise figures asked for 
having regard to the limited time given 
by the notice of this Question. The 
Board, however, estimate the increase 
in the net amount of expenditure audited 
to be over £1,500,090, or from 33 to 35 
per cent. ; 


Irish Local Government Auditors. 


Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that in the majority 
of cases the audits carried out under 
the Irish Local Government Board are 
in the hands of men who are without 
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any experience or training or technical 
qualifications; and that, in return for 
the services of these officials, each public 
body is obliged to repay to the Treasury 
an annual fee, fied by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, without any regard to the 
volume of work done; and wether 


seeing that this fee is usually more than | 
double what would secure an exhaustive | 
examination of the same accounts bya | 
fully qualified public accountant, holding | 


a leading position in his profession, he 
proposes to takes any action in the 
matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) No person 


can be appointed an auditor of the Loeat | 


Government Board in Ireland who is 
not certified by the Civil Service Com- 
missioners as qualified forthe position, after 


an examination which includes technical | 
The volume of work to | 


qualifications. 
be done and the time occupied by the 
auditor are determining factors in arriving 
at the fee charged for the audit of the 
accounts of public bodies. The Local 
Government Board have no definite 
information as to any scale which might 
regulate the charges likely to be made by 
qualified public accountants; but the 
board are satisfied that their audit fees 
are not excessive, and that they would 
compare favourably with the fees which 
would be charged for similar work bv 
such accountants, 


Army Pensions. 

Mr. A. L. LEVER (Essex, Harwich) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he will state the number of officers 
under forty-five vears of age who, under 


voluntary retirement, are receiving pen. | 


sions, the amount of the respective pen- 
sions, and the total sum of all such 
pensions for the last financial vear; and 
the number of officers under forty-five 


years of age who, under compulsory | 


retirement, are receiving pensions or 
half-pay, the amount of the respective 
pensions or half-pay allowances, and 
the total sum of all such pensions or half- 


pay allowances for the last financial year. | 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
Officers under forty-five years of age who 
are in receipt of non-effective pay. 
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| Officers of the Regular Army. Voluntary 
| retirement to retired pay :— 








| o] Valna Approximate 
| Number. | SS of Charge 
| | Ree during 1905-6. 
| 
| | 

£ £ 
| 509 81,635 78,000 








Compulsory retirement :— 
] : 


(1) To retired pay (on account of per- 
| manent ill-health, ete.) :— 


‘ Approximate 
| Annual Value of pp ane 


Number. | Sacaihnein Charge 
seta during 1905-6. 
£ £ 

vil 8,940 8,500 





(2) To half-pay (temporary, on account 








of ill-health, etc.) :-— 
r Annual Value of Apprendi 
Number. > ea Charge 
re during 1905-6. 
£ £ 
15 15,636 15,500 








Officers of the Militia, Imperial Yeo- 
manry, Volunteers, and Colonial (tr- 
regular) Forces granted retired pay on 
account of ill-health due to service in 
the late South African War. 





Approximate 
Charge 
during 1905-6. 


Annual Value of 


Number. . 
Pensions, 


£ £ 
89 6,844 6,500 





Reduced Railway Fares for Soldiers in 
Mufti. 


Mr. RENDALL — (Gloucestershire, 
'Thornbury): To ask the Secretary of 
‘State for War whether having regard 
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to the fact that railway companies in- 
variably refuse cheapened tickets to pri- 
vate soldiers and non-commissioned offi- 
cers when out of uniform, and thereby 
make largely useless the lately granted 
privileges of wearing plain clothes when 
on leave, he will consider the desirability 
of bringing pressure to bear upon them 
to accept a written form or metal disc 
as proof of being in His Majesty’s service ; 
and whether, in default of securing such 
a reform by arrangement, he will support 
amendments to future railway Bills 
making the acceptance of some such 
evidence by railway companies compul- 
sory. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
It must be remembered that the fact that 
non-commissioned officers and _ soldiers 
travel at reduced rates when proceed- 
ing on furlough and leave is due to 
a concession on the part of the railway 
companies, and this concession has been 
of great value to the bulk of the Army. 
Renewed efforts will, however, be made 
to induce the railway companies to permit 
the use of cheapened tickets to non- 
commissioned officers and private soldiers 
when out of uniform. I am not pre- 
pared to endeavour to secure the con- 
cession by the means suggested in the last 
part of the Question. 


Discharges of Royal Engineers Civil 
Staff at Salisbury. 

Mr. RENDALL: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware of 
the treatment accorded to certain mem- 
bers of the Royal Engineers civil staff at 
Salisbury who were transferred from the 
late Military Works Loan Staff at Tidworth 
to the Barrack Construction Branch 
at the War Office, but were led to decline 
the latter appointments owing to offers 
made them by the Royal Engineers 
authorities in the southern command 
in May last and accepted by them under 
an implication of equal tenure; and 
whether he is aware that these gentlemen 
have been recently discharged, not- 
withstanding the circumstances attending 


their engagement ; and whether, in view | 
of their removal of residence in accordance | 


with orders, and their simultaneous 
discharge, it is proposed to award them 
any compensation for the losses they have 
sustained under the peculiar circum- 
stances attending their cases. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
When the Military Loan Works at 
Tidworth were handed over to the 
Barrack Construction Department in 
March, 1905, the members of the Royal 
Engineers civil staff mentioned were 
offered appointments by the Director of 
Barrack Construction. As, however, there 
appeared at the time a reasonable proba- 
bility of their services being required 
for some time to come under the Royal 
Engineers they elected to remain under 
the Royal Engineers. Subsequently it 
was decided to reduce the staff, and, as 
there were no available vacancies, these 
gentlemen were discharged in February, 
1906. Their names have been noted 
for re-employment should an oppor- 
tunity arise. As regards the question of 
compensation for losses stated to have 
been incurred by reason of change of 
residence, this matter is now under 
investigation. 


St. Helena Garrison. 

Mr. HICKS BEACH (Gloucestershire, 
Tewkesbury): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War what opportunity he 
proposes to give the House for raising 
the question of the removal of the garrison 
from the island of St. Helena. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The hon. Member can raise the question 
on the Vote for my salary, but I cannot 
at present forecast the date on which this 
will be taken. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Naval Gunnery. 


Major RENTON (Lincolnshire, 
Gainsborough): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty how many sea- 

'men and how many marines competed in 
the gunlayers’ tests and battle practice 
for heavy guns in 1905 ; and how many 

/seamen and marines, respectively, were 

| in the first hundred on the list. 


*THe SECRETARY To tHe AD- 
'MIRALTY (Mr. Epmunv Rosertson, 
/Dundee): The following are the 
| numbers of seamen and marine gunlayers 
| respectively, who competed at the 
gunlayers’ test of 1905, with heavy 


I 
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guns of 6-inch calibre, which are the only 
heavy guns having a sufficient proportion 


of marine gunlayers to allow of any | 


comparison being established: 6 - inch 


Breech Loading.—Number of men who | 


competed—Seamen, 400; marines, 121. 


First 100 men on the list—Seamen, 75 ; | 


marines, 25. 6-inch Quick Firing.— 
Number of men who competed—Seamen, 
176; marines 51. First 100 men on the 
list—Seamen, 78; marines, 22. As 


regards the battle practice, no comparison 


is possible, as the hits from the ship as a | 


whole are counted, and no distinction is 
possible between the hits from different 
guns, 


Examinations for Naval Cadetships. 


Mr. GODFREY BARING (Isle of 
Wight) : I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether it has been the 
custom to publish the examination 
papers set to candidates for naval cadet- 
ships under the old system of entry as 


well as the marks obtained ; whether the | 


same information is afforded in the case 
of cadets entering under the new 
system ; and, if this is not the case, will 
he state the reasons for the new pro- 
cedure. 


*Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The 
examination papers set to candidates 
under the old system of entry, and the 
marks obtained, were published by the 
Civil Service Commission, who conducted 
the examination. The papers set to 


candidates under the new system are | 


published by the Oxford and Cambridge 
Schools Examination Board. ‘There are 
no marks published under the new system 
of entry, the examination being a 
qualifying one only 


Disposal of Obsolete War Ships. 


Mr. JENKINS (Chatham) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty if 
he will state the number of ships recently 
sold by public auction at Chatham ; the 
date when they were built and the cost 
of each ship; the names of the persons 
to whom they were sold; and the 
amount realised in each case. 


*Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The 
particulars asked for, with the exception 
of the purchasers’ names, have already 
been given in reply to a Question by the 
hon, Member for the Kennington Division 
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(of Lambeth on April 9thf. I am sending 
| the hon. Member a copy of this reply, to 

which has been added the further infor- 
mation desired. 


Ships’ Canteens. 


Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty whether he is aware that in the case 
of seven of His Majesty’s ships stationed 
in English waters the contract for the 
| supply of the canteen is held by Maltese 


| firms ; will he say why no English firm 
has in these cases had accepted a tender 
for the supply of provisions which are 
mainly English; is he aware that the 
canteen provisions for these ships are 
supplied by English firms to the Maltese 
firms whose tenders have been accepted ; 
will he state the terms and prices of the 
successful tender of the canteen of 
H.M.S. “ Prince George” and the terms 
and prices of the tenders put in by 
| English firms for the same canteen ; and 
is he aware that in several of these ships 
margarine of a quality which can be 
bought ashore at from 6d. to &d. per 
pound is now being sold te the ship's 
company under the name of butter at 
ls, 2d. per pound. 


*Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The 
contracts made by canteens, and the prices 
| at which articles are sold, are nut matters 
'which come under the control of the 
| Admiralty, and consequently there is no 
information available upon the points 
| referred to. The Admiralty lays down 
certain general principles upon which 

canteens may be established in His 
| Majesty’s ships, but the actual details of 
| Management are conducted by the Can- 
| teen Committee, with the reservation 
that the selection of the tradesmen with 
| whom the canteen deals is to be approved 
| by the captain. 








Vaccine for the Army and Navy. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will state what quantity of 
glycerinated calf lymph was produced at 
the Army and Navy Vaccine Institute 
last year; the number of tubes used 
during the year at military stations ; 
were any of the tubes sold; and, if so, 
to whom. 








t See (4) Debates, clv., 969. 











229 


Questions. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Hatpang, Haddington) : 
The quantity produced was sufficient for 
107,766 vaccinations. The number of 
tubes used during the year at military 
stations was 67,685. No lymph produced 
at this establishment is sold. 


Mr. WEIR: Is it proposed to use the 
lymph which has become stale, or is it to 
be destroyed 4 


Mr. HALDANE: I have no reason to 
think it is as the hon. Member suggests, 
but I will inquire. 


Mr. WEIR: I hope you will not 
continue producing a large surplus every 
year at heavy cost to the taxpayers. 


Payment of Army Pensions. 

Mr. ESSEX (Gloucestershire, Ciren- 
cester): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can arrange 
for weekly or fortnightly payment of 
pensions to Army reservists and time 
expired soldiers, in place of the present 
system of quarterly payments. 


Mr. HALDANE: The whole question 
of the mode of payment of Army 
pensions and reserve pay is now re- 
ceiving careful consideration. 


Sparkbrook Factory. 
Sik FRANCIS LOWE (Birmingham, 


Edgbaston): I beg to ask the Secretary | 


of State for War whether eighty work- 
people have already been discharged 
from the Royal Small Arms Factory at 
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|is not anticipated that there will be 
| further discharges. 

| Sm FRANCIS LOWE: Will there 
be any opportunity of finding employ- 
;ment for the men who have been dis- 
| charged ? 

| Mr. HALDANE: I cannot give any 
| pledge, but I hope the orders given 
| will enable it to be done. 


| 

| Sm FRANCIS LOWE: When is the 
| factory likely to be reopened ? 

| Mr. HALDANE: As soon as possible. 
|I cannot give the date, but it is being 


pushed on. 


| History of the South African War. 

| *Mr. T. HART DAVIES (Hackney, 
| N.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
| War what progress has been made with 
| the official history of the late South 
| African War; when it is expected that 
|any portion of it will be issued; and 
‘what are the causes which have led to 
the delay in publishing it. 


| 
} 
| 
| 


Mr. HALDANE: Considerable pro- 
'gress has been made with this work. 
The first volume will probably be out by 
midsummer, and it is expected that the 
second and third volumes will be out 
‘about the end of the year, and the con- 
cluding volume in 1907. I have pushed 
the matter on. Accordingly, the hope 
held out to the House in 19047 that the 
| book would be completed within three 
years time will thus, as far as can be 
foreseen, be realised. 


Sparkbrook, and whether the factory is | 


about to be closed and the remainder of 


the workpeople discharged ; and, if this 


is so, why it is that the stipulation which 


was said to have been made on the sale | 


of the premises namely, that the factory 
should be kept open and the services of 
the workpeople retained, has not been 
complied with. 


Mr. HALDANE: Seventy-seven men 
were discharged on ‘Thursday. last. 
These were men formerly employed on 
repairs who cannot be transferred to 
manufacture. Eighty - four men have 


been transferred from employment on | 


repairs to manufacture at Sparkbrook, 
and twenty-eight to Enfield. This 
factory is not about to be closed, and it 


Debates on War Office Votes. 
Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
what were the last occasions on which 
the Votes for the War Office, military 
education, and ordnance factories were 
discussed in the House or in Committee. 


Mr. HALDANE: It is regretted that 
| by inadvertence the figures given to my 
hon. friend in reply to his Question of 
April 27tht were those for the votes 
actually closured en bloc at the end of the 
sessions concerned, although some of 
them had been discussed on previous 





+ See (4) Debates, exxxiil., 77. 
t See Col. 131, 
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dates. 
the Question is circulated. The War 
Oftice Vote was last separately dis- 


Questions. 


cussed in 1905, the Military Education | 


Vote in 1902, and the Ordnance 
Factories Vote in 1901. 
Irish Yeomanry. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 


to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the powers and duties of 
Yeomanry in Ireland were taken over 
either by Her late Majesty or His 
present Majesty, in pursuance of the 6th 


Section of the Regulation of the Forces | 


Act, 1871; and, if so, whether he can 
give the date of the Order in Council so 
doing. 


Mr. HALDANE: Yes, Sir. The. 
powers were taken over by Her late | 
Majesty and the date of the Order in 
Council was February 5th, 1872 


ae 


British Indians in South Africa. 
Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.): I 
heg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for 
has been drawn to a memorial addressed 
by the Natal Indian Congress in March 
last to the Colonial Secretary, Maritzburg, 


protesting against the imposition of pro- | 


hibitive fees and passes issued under 
the Immigration Restrictions Act ; and 
whether he will take steps to remove 
the grievances of which British Indians 
resident in South Africa complain in this 
matter. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror THE COLONIES (Mr. 


CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): The 
Secretary of State has seen a copy of 
the memorial referred to as printed in a 
Natal newspaper. The Secretary of 
State will ascertain from the Governor 
of Natal what answer was sent by 
the Colonial Secretary of Natal to the 
memorial, in reply to the contention that 
the fees were not reasonable. The Act 
provides for charging reasonable fees by 
regulation. 


Case of Mr. Abu Bakir Ahmed, of Pretoria. 
Sir H. COTTON: I beg to ask the 


Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been drawn to | 
a decision of the Supreme Court in the | 
Transvaal, in March last, in which it was | 
‘lecided that, under the operation of Act 3 | 
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of 1885, the heirs of Mr. Abu Bakir 
Ahmed, who have been _ in- possession 
'of valuable property in Pretoria for a 
| period of fifteen years, have no title 
_to that property and have therefore been 
deprived of their interest in it, and to 
| the recorded opinion of the Court that 


the law was harsh, but that the judges 
could only interpret it, and that it was 
for the Legislature to interfere; and 
whether, having regard to the racial 
provisions of this statute, which have 
always been objected to by the British 
Government, His Majesty’s Ministers 
will now take steps to ensure the repeal 


| of this Act. 


| Mr. CHURCHILL: My attention has 
| been drawn to a newspaper report of 
the case referred to. Lord Elgin is in 
/ communication with the Governor on the 
subject. 


Repatriation of Chinese Coolies. 
Mr. PARTINGTON — (Derbyshire, 
High Peak): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
can state the number of Chinese coolies 
who have been repatriated at the expense 
_ of the Imperial Funds. 


Mr. CHURCHILL : From the Answer 
which I gave to the hon. Member for the 
Newbury Division of Berkshire on the 
26tht, the hon. Member will understand 
that no coolies have yet been repatriated 
at the expense of Imperial funds. 


Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorkshire, W.R., 
darkston Ash) : I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can now state when the 
Chinese coolies in South Africa will be 
informed that they are at liberty to 
demand repatriation. 


Mr. CHURCHILL : I fully appreciate 
the motive of the hon. Member’s anxiety 
upon this subject ; but I can only refer him 
to my Answer to the hon. Member for the 
Newbury Division of Berks on Thursday 

‘lastt and to the conversation which fol- 
‘lowed upon it. 
| 
| Mr. LANE-FOX: Is it right for the 
hon. Gentleman to impute motives ? 
| 

[No Answer was returned. | 





t See Col. 21- 23. 
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revenue the Government of India derived 
from the trade. 


(Juestions. 


pool): I beg to ask the Under-Secretary | 


of State for the Colonies whether the 


their determination to cope with the 
native rising in that colony without 
calling in the aid of Imperial troops. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I have seen the 
reports in the Press telegrams from 
South Africa of statements to this effect 
made by Mr. Smythe, the Prime Minister, 
and Mr. Maydon, 


The Imperial Government and the 
Natal Rising. 


Mr. ASHLEY: I beg 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 


whether, in the event of Imperial troops | 


being employed in connection with the 
native rising in Natal, His Majesty’s 
Government would hold themselves justi- 
fied in claiming, in consequence of such 
employment, a greater share in any 
settlement of the native question in that 
colony. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: 


the Imperial Government in, and_ its 


responsibility for, the welfare of the. 


The interest of | 


| Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 


Government of. Natal have expressed | 


INDIA (Mr. JoHN Morey, Montrose 
Burghs): The total value of the opium 
|exported from India in 1904-5 was 


| £7,082,295, of which opium to the 
value of £5,541,040 was consigned 
direct to ports in China. The net 


'opium revenue of India in the same 
‘year amounted to £4,050,999. This 
includes revenue from opium con- 
sumed in India or consigned to other 
|than ports in China. That portion of 
the revenue which is derived from opium 
exported direct to China may be esti- 
| mated at about £3,000,000. 


to ask the | 


Orders for Indian Railway Material. 

Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS (Sheffield, 
Ecclesall) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether his attention has 
been called to the fact that for many 
years past dissatisfaction has been caused 
| by reasons of orders for mounted wheels 
and axles and loose tyres and axles for 
|the Indian State and other railways 
being given to Continental makers ; and 
whether he is prepared to take steps to 
ensure that future orders may be placed 
with British manufacturers. 


native population in Natal is not wholly | | 


dependent upon the employment of | 
Imperial troops; but that responsibility | 


would, undoubtedly, become more inti- | 


mate and direct in proportion as Im- 
perial forces were employed. Should 
the situation in Natal undergo changes 
in the direction indicated by my hon. 
friend, the Secretary of State is confident 
that the Imperial Government and the 


Responsible Government of Natal would | 


continue to work together in friendly 


co-operation ; and he believes that it is | 
by the promotion of that friendly co- | 


operation that the welfare of the native 
—— of the King may best be secured, 
both during the present ‘period of tension 
and at its close. 


India and the Opium Traffic. 


Mr. MACVEAGH : I beg to ask the | 
Secretary of State for India whether he | 
can state the value of the opium ex- | 
ported from India last year, what | 
proportion went to China, and what 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : [am not aware 
of the feeling of dissatisfaction to which 
the hon. Member refers. As regards pur- 
chases for the Indian State railways, 
orders for wheels, axles and tyres are, 
as a rule, given to foreign makers only 
when British prices are comparatively 
high, or when a sufficiently quick rate of 
delivery cannot be obtained in this 
'country. Every case is carefully con- 
sidered on its merits, and due regard is 
paid to possible differences in the qualities 
of British and foreign workmanship re- 
spectively, the result being that the 
great bulk of Government “orders for 
| woods of this description is placed in this 
| country, To this practice I propose to 

adhere. For Indian railways other than 
the State railways, orders are given not 
| by the Secretary of State in Council but 
by the companies who manage them. 


Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS: Will 


British manufacturers who tender in 
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future have a fair opportunity of getting 
orders ? 


(Juestions. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : I will inquire 
if there is any reason to suppose that the 
tenders are not decided on their merits. 


Partition of Bengal. 
Mer. C. J. O'DONNELL (Newington, 


Walworth): I beg to ask the Secretary | 


of State for India whether he is aware 
that fifty-four large public meetings to 
protest against the partition of Bengal 


were held in the month of March, and | 
if he will state what has been done to 


allay the unrest in that province. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: I am not sure 
of the exact number, but I understand 
that many such meetings have been 
held. No special measures are being 
taken, so far as I am aware, for the 
purpose mentioned in the Question, nor, 
as I am advised, do such measures seem 
to be demanded. 


Serajgunge Criminal Courts. 


Mr. C. J. ODONNELL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether thirty-four complaints were 
recently made in the criminal courts of 
Serajgunge against the military police, 
inquiry being refused in all by the local 
magistracy ; and, seeing that the High 
Court at Calcutta on appeal in one of 
them, a test case, ordered a judicial 


inquiry, whether he proposes to take any 


action in the matter. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: I have no in- | 


formation as to the details stated in the 
Question, but I gather from it that the 
High Court have already ordered an 
inquiry in a case where it was refused, 
and it would appear that persons consid- 
ering themselves aggrieved can similarly 
apply to that Court, and that no action 
on my part is required. 


Chinese in South Africa. 


Lord TURNOUR (Sussex, Horsham) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he has any 
official information showing that facsimiles 
of the cartoons depicting Chinamen in 
chains, issued in this country during the 
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‘General Election, have been widely 
| circulated in China, and have inflamed 
'the lower class Chinese against this 
| country. 

| 

| Tue SECRETARY to Tut LOCAL 
| GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Runct- 
| MAN, Dewsbury, for Sir EpwARD Grey) : 
' The information which I have received 
is to the effect that some agitation was 
aroused in China by criticisms of the 
| Transvaal Labour Ordinance in 1904, but 


that it has since died away. 


Income-Tax Collection. 
Lorp CASTLEREAGH (Maidstone) : 
I beg toask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he is aware that persons 
liable to income-tax are often subject to 
‘demands for payment from two or three 
surveyors of taxes; that such demands 
are sometimes accompanied by threats of 
prosecution for recovery of tax already 
paid ; and whether he will endeavour to 
secure that the levying of income-tax 
shall be made as little vexatious as pos- 
sible, more especially to the struggling 

professional and trading classes. 


THe CHANCELLOR oF THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asquitu, Fifeshire, E.) : 
That the same taxpayer should in some 
cases receive demands for income-tax 
from two or more different surveyors is a 
necessary incident of the system of col- 
‘lection of income-tax at the source, but 
every effort is made to render the collec- 
tion as little vexatious as possible, 


Patent Spirit. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he is aware that patent spirit, made 
in London, is blended in bond with 
pot-still whisky, supplied to tied houses, 
_and sold to the public as genuine Irish 
and Scotch whisky ; and what steps he 
proposes to take to protect the public 
against such frauds, 


Mr. ASQUITH: I have no official 
information on the subject, as the Excise 
Duty Acts do not discriminate between 
patent-still and pot-still spirits. The 
functions of my Department in the matter 
are confined to the protection of the 
revenue, and, as the rate of duty upon 
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the two kinds of spirit is the same, the | 
officials of the Inland Revenue Depart- | 
ment have no authority to concern) 
themselves in the matter. | 


,2 
Questions. 


Irish Education. 


Mr. HUGH BARRIE (Londonderry, | 
N.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of | 
the Exchequer whether, seeing that the | 
additional demands upon Imperial funds | 
caused by the proposals in the new | 
Education Bill are estimated at £750,000 | 
per annum, he is prepared to include in | 
his Estimates a proportional additional | 
grant for educational purposes in Ireland. 


Mr. ASQUITH: As the financial | 
arrangements under the Education Bill | 
will not come into force during this | 
financial year, I consider it would be | 
premature to come to any decision on | 
the question raised by the hon. Member. 


Pay of Customs Preventive Men. 
Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : | 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the | 
Treasury if he is aware that the 
concession of an enhanced increment of 
ls. 6d. per week, per annum, given to) 
Customs preventive men, as from the Ist | 
October, 1905, does not, according to the 
interpretation which the Board of Customs 
placed on that concession, take effect until | 
the Ist October, 1906 ; that, as a result of | 
the re-assessment of salaries last October, 
many of the officers referred to received 
less salary this year than they would have 
done had there been no concession ; and | 
if he will take such steps to give the full 
intended benefit of the concession. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.) : In the Civil Service an 
annual increment accrues during the year 
in respect of which it is earned, but is not 
payable until that year has expired. 
The increments in question began to be 
earned as from the Ist October, 1905, but | 
will not be payable until they are fully | 
earned by a year of service, viz., on the | 
lst October, 1906. It is not the case that 
as a result of the re-assessment of salaries | 
last October many of the officers referred 
to will receive less salary this year than 
they would have done had there been no 
concession. 


‘ 
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French Labour Disputes. 

Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend): 
On behalf of the hon. Member for Central 
Sheffield, I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State forthe Home Department if he can 
obtain through the Foreign Office a report 
concerning the industrial disturbances now 
prevailing in the department of France 
adjoining the Straits of Dover, and par- 
ticularly as to instances of the destruction 
of the houses and property of workmen 
and personal assaults upon them, leading 
to deaths, to persuade them to abstain 
from working. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. GLaAD- 
STONE, Leeds, W.). I have conferred with 
my right hon. friend the Foreign Secre- 
tary with regard to this request. In his 
opinion, with which [ entirely concur, it 
is not desirable to make the industrial 
disturbances referred to the subject of a 
special report for publication by his office. 
The accounts which are being published 
in the daily Press appear to contain very 
full information. 


Pay of Prison Warders. 


*Mr. HUDSON (Neweastle-on-Tyne) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


‘the Home Department if his attention 


has been called to the difference in pay 
existing in the subordinate ranks of 
officers employed in His Majesty’s local 
and convict prisons; can he, in view of 
the fact that the responsibilities have 


been equalised by reason of convicts not 


only being located in local prisons but in 
those cases where the convict is sentenced 
to penal servitude the term of separate 
confinement has to be passed there, give 
to the officers of local prisons the same 
annual increment and maximum salary as 
officers in convict prisons. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: Convicts have 
been kept in local prisons for their term 


‘of separate confinement for the last 


nineteen years, and the recent decision to 
send certain selected convicts to local 
prisons after the term of their separate 
confinement is completed would offer no 
sufficient justification for an increase of 
pay. It affects only three prisons, and 
the convicts, being carefully selected men 
of good behaviour, throw no_ special 
responsibility on the warders, The 
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petitions from prison officers which are 
now being received will be given careful 
consideration, but any general increase 
of pay would involve a very serious 
additional charge on the Prison Vote. 


Questions. 


Alleged woe Arrests by London | 


olicemen. 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


the Home Department whether he will | 
appoint a Departmental Committee to 
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| THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
OF TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-Grorae, Car- 
narvon Boroughs): I am informed by 
the Commissioners of Northern Light- 
houses that they have not yet decided to 
| propose the erection of a lighthouse and 
fog signal station on north Rona, and 
that in view of the heavy cost which its 
| establishment and maintenance would 
involve, and the more pressing claims of 
other schemes, it is unlikely that the 
erection of the station referred to will be 
proceeded with in the near future. 


inquire into recent unjustifiable arrests | 


by the Police, 
especially of Messrs. 
Lavalette ; whether he has received any 
reports on the subjects of these arrests ; 
and whether he will lay the same upon 
the Table of the House. 


Metropolitan 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I do not think 
the question whether these arrests were 
justifiable or not can be properly dealt 
with by a Departmental Committee, 
which could not take evidence on oath. 
The charges brought against certain 
officers of the Metropolitan Police and 


strongly denied by them raise a clear | 


issue, which can only be disposed of 
satisfactorily by a court of law; and if 
Dr. Gerothwold and Mr. Lavalette desire 
to take proceedings, no obstacle will be 
put in their way by the police author- 
ities. The reports I have received are 
confidential, and could not be published 
without prejudice to the parties in any 
proceedings that may be taken. 


Lorp R. CECIL: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman state what remedy he suggests 
is open to these gentlemen ? 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I am sure the 
noble Lord is much better able to say 
than Iam. Proceedings can be taken 
for wrongful arrest. 


Erection of Lighthouse and Fog Signal on | 


the Island of Rona. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 


beg to ask the President of the Board of 


Trade if he will state whether the 
Northern Lighthouse Commissioners 


have yet decided to establish a light and 


fog signal on the Island of Rona, thirty- | 


nine miles north-east of the Butt of 
Lewis. 


and | 
Gerothwold and | 


Shipwrecks in Belfast Lough. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he can state the number 
of shipwrecks and strandings that have 
taken place during the last ten years on 
the Irish coast from Belfast Lough Cope- 
land Lights on Mew Island to Carlingford 
Lough. 


*Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The number 
of vessels which have stranded between 
the entrances of Belfast Lough, Grey 
Point, and Carlingford Lough, Cranfield 
Point, during the last ten years is 179, of 
which thirty-one became total wrecks 
and 148 were more or less damaged. 
Only two of the strandings were attended 
with loss of life, the number of lives lost 
being five. 


East London Water Supply. 

Mr. BOTTOMLEY (Hackney, S.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether his attention 
has been called to the quality of the 
drinking water supplied to London, and 


particularly to the fact that the 
inhabitants of East London are daily 
drinking, as water, some 2,000,000 


gallons of sewage effluent ; and what steps 
he proposes to take in the matter. 


Tue PRESIDENT or THe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Joun 
Burns, Battersea): My attention has 
been called to this subject. I am aware 
that it is desirable that further steps 
should be taken to safeguard the supply 
of water from the Lee from the possibility 
of contamination. The Metropolitan 


| Water Board included in a Bill promoted 
| by them this session proposals with this 
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object, but they have, as I understand, 
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‘or few, and tends to retard the sérvice ; 
and I am afraid, therefore, that 1 do not 


withdrawn this part of the Bill, and I am | 


in communication with them in relation to 
the matter. 


I learn from the Water Examiner that | 


the water supplied in the East London 


I may, however, state that | 


District during the past winter (consist- | 


ing mainly of filtered Lee water) was 
clear and of good quality. 


Distress Committees. 


Mr. J. WARD (Stoke on-Trent) : I 
heg to ask the President of the Local 


Government Board whether he has any | 


information as to the towns that have 
established distress committees under the 
Unemployed Workmen’s Act of 1905; 
and whether he will give a list of such 
towns and the sum expended by distress 
committees upon actual work done by 
unemployed workmen up to the 30th 
March, 1906, 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: There are 
seventy-five municipal boroughs and 
urban districts for each of which a 


distress committee is required to be 
established by the Act, and to these 
fourteen boroughs and urban districts 
have been added by the Local Govern- 
ment Board on the application of the 
local authorities concerned. I will 
send my hon. friend a complete list of 
the places, Iam not at present able to 
state the sum expended by the com- 
mittees on work, but I hope to obtain 
information on the subject in due course. 


Fees for Re-Addressing Telegrams. 


Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, 


Oswestry) : I beg to ask the Postmaster- | 


(reneral what is the fee charged for hav- 
ing telegrams which have been addressed 
to business offices delivered at the private 
houses of the recipients after business 
hours ; and whether he can see his way 
to reduce it in favour of persons only 
receiving a limited number of telegrams. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SypNey Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar) : The fee is one guinea a year in 
addition to the ordinary redirection 
charge. 
structions for the treatment of particular 
telegrams leads to much 
trouble, whether the telegrams be many 


The registration of special in- | 


additional | 





Questions. 


see my way to reduce the fee. 


Manchester Post Officeand the Halfpenny 
Packet Post. 

Mr. BRIDGEMAN: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he has 
received complaints as to the manner in 
which the postal officials at Manchester 
now interpret the rule with regard to the 
halfpenny packet post ; whether, in view 
of the fact that figures may be corrected 
in writing, it is an entirely new interpre- 
tation to exclude circulars in which figures 
are inserted in writing; and if he will 
give general instructions to postal officials 
to put the wider construction on the rules 
in future. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Under the 
regulations a printer's error may be cor- 
rected in manuscript in a circular sent by 
the halfpenny post, but they do not per- 
mit the insertion in manuscript in such 
circulars of any figures other than those 
indicating the date of despatch of the 
circular, the date of a meeting or appoint- 
ment, and index or reference numbers. 
But I am inquiring into the whole. ques- 
tion. 


Post Office Mail Contracts—Treatment 
of Horses. . 

Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 

Postmaster - General whether, pending 

inquiries with reference to the general 


| conditions under which Post Office con- 
tractors’ work is carried on, he will take 


‘and his stud 


steps to insure that horses driven in mail 
vans should not be worked for fourteen 
hours in any one day. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : The horses 
referred to in the hon. Member’s previous 
Question only work on alternate days ; 
and, although they are then out of their 
stalls for fourteen hours, they are during 
that time actually travelling for less than 
six hours. The condition of the con- 
tractor’s horses is reported as satisfactory, 
is kept under official 
supervision. 


Private Letter Bags and Boxes. 
Mr. HAY MORGAN (Cornwall, 
Truro): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General whether his attention has been 
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drawn to the fact that in consequence of 
the increased charge for letter bags and 
boxes many subscribers have ceased to 
use letter bags and boxes altogether ; and 
whether he can inform the House what 
is the number of those who have ceased 
to subscribe for letter bags and boxes 
since the increased charge came into 
force. 


(Questions. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: The num- 
ber of renters of private boxes has 
somewhat decreased since the revised 
charges came into force, but I am not at 
present in a position to give a return of 
the number of boxes which have been 
given up. No increase has been made 
in the fees for private bags. Perhaps I 
may point out to my hon. friend that the 
reason why my predecessor increased the 
charge for private boxes was that the 
previous fee did not cover the additional 
cost incurred, It is a fallacy to suppose 
that these private bags and boxes are an 
advantage to the Post Office. On the 


contrary, they add appreciably to the | 


complexity of the sorting. 


Mr. W. Taverner’s Pension Trust Scheme. 


Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, 
N.): I beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
if he has granted, or intends to grant, 
special facilities to Mr. William Taverner, 
the controller of a national old age pension 
trust, to assist him in his scheme, whether 
by way of cashing pension warrants at 
post offices or otherwise. 
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acted during the corresponding period by 
the sub-post offices in Brixton. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : I find that 
the preparation of such a Return will in- 
volve considerable trouble and expense, 
and I do not see that any really useful 
purpose will be served by it. 


Religious Instruction in Elementary 

chools. 

Lorp R. CECIL: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education 
whether he will lay upon the Table of the 
House the syllabuses of religious instruc- 
tion issued by the local education 
authorities in England and Wales. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
EDUCATION (Mr. BrrreE.t, Bristol, 
N.): L understand that a Parliamentary 
Return is to be moved for in another 


| place giving the syllabuses of religious 


instruction adopted by all local education 
authorities in England and Wales. The 
Government will be glad to grant such a 
Return, and I will take steps to obtain it 
and lay it before Parliament with the 
least possible delay. 


Mr. ADKINS (Lancashire, Middleton) 





|asked whether the Government would 


| . 
| take steps also to obtain the syllabuses of 
'religious instruction issued by diocesan 


| authorities of the Church of England for 


| use in non-provided schools. 


| Mr. BIRRELL replied that the in- 





to — oe : eae Pe psa _ formation would be as complete as 
th ; - Aiea © 1 | possible, If he could obtain that informa- 

neither my predecessornor 1 have granted, | tion he would endeavour to do so. 

nor do I intend to grant, special facilities | 

to Mr. William Taverner, the controller | APRA : 

of a national old age pension trust, to | Mr. LLEWELYN WILLIAMS (Car- 

assist him in his scheme, whether by way | marthen District): Will the right hon. 


of cashing pension warrants at post offices Gentleman endeavour also to find out in 
or otherwise. | how many schools in this country there 


is no religious instruction of any kind 

| given ? 
Crown and Sub-Post Offices. 
Mr. SEAVERNS (Lambeth, Brixton) : | 





| Mr. BIRRELL: I hope that will be the 
I beg to ask the Postmaster-General if he | result of these inquiries. 

will grant a Return of the Crown post | 
cflices in London, showing the location of | 
each and the amount of business trans. | The Apostles Creed. 

acted by each during the last completed | Lorp R. CECIL: I beg to ask the 
year of which he has record ; and if he | President of the Board of Education 
will state the :mount of business trans-| whether the Education Department has 
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ruled that the Apostles Creed is or is 
not a religious formulary distinctive of a 
particular denomination within the mean- 
ing of Section 14 of the Education Act, 
1870. 


I beg further to ask the President 
of the Board of Education whether, 
in the opinion of the Education De- 
partment, the teaching that can be 
given under Section 14 (2) of The 
Education Act, 1870, is confined to the 
ethical, literary, and historical use of the 
Bible. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Board have no 
jurisdiction to determine these or any 
other questions under Section 14 of the 
Act of 1870. My own opinion, however, 
which is purely personal, is that the reply 
to both Questions is in the negative. 
The noble Member may be interested to 
learn that the question of the legality 
of the inclusion of the Apostles Creed in 
a board school syllabus was submitted 
to the Department some years ago under 
the jurisdiction then possessed under 
Section 16 of the Act of 1870, which has 
since been repealed. The Department 
then decided that the inclusion of the 
Apostles Creed was legal. 


Return of Certificated Teachers. 


Mr. LLEWLYN WILLIAMS: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Educa- 
tion whether he can state the number of 
certificated teachers engaged at the close 
of the last completed statistical year in 
Council, Church, Roman Catholic, Wes- 
leyan, Jewish, and British, and other 
undenominational schools, respectively, 
in Wales and Monmouthshire. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The _ information 
asked for can only be obtained by the 
expenditure of much labour, which would 
hardly be compensated for by the value 
of the results obtained. 


Children on School Rolls. 


Mr. LLEWELYN WILLIAMS: I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Education whether he can state the 
number of children enrolled, at the close 
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Council, Church, Roman Catholic, Wes- 
leyan, Jewish, and British, and other 
undenominational schools, respectively, 
in Wales and Monmouthshire. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The numbers for the 
statistical year ending June 31st, 1905, 
are :—Council, 307,698 ; Church, 92,480 ; 
Roman Catholic, 14,138 ; Wesleyan, 704 ; 
Jewish, nil; British and other undenomi- 
national, 6,227. 


School Departments. 


Mr. LLEWELYN WILLIAMS : I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Education whether he can state the 
number of separate school departments 
under head teachers in existence at the 
close of the last completed statistical year, 
classified as Council, Church, Roman 
Catholic, Wesleyan, Jewish, and British, 
and other undenominational school depart- 
ments respectively, in Wales and Mon- 
mouthshire. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The numbers for the 
statistical year ending July 3lst, 1905, 
are :—Council, 1,543; Church, 830 ; 
Roman Catholic, 80; Wesleyan, 3; 
Jewish, nil ; British and other undenomi- 
national, 61. 


Clause 4 of the Education Bill. 


Mr. ARTHURLEE (Hampshire, Fare- 
ham): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Education if he can state what 
are the approximate numbers of volun- 
tary schools which could be affected by 
the provisions of Clause 4 of the 
Education Bill, 1906, giving separate 
figures for the various denominations ; 
and what are the approximate percentages 
of the respective totals of the various 
denominational schools to which the 
special facilities, provided in Clause 4, 
could be applied. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I will let the hon. 
Member have, I hope by the end of the 
week, the number of voluntary schools of 
different denominations at present exist- 
ing in urban districts with a population 
of over 5,000, but it is quite impossible 
for me to say in how many of these cases 


of the last completed statistical year, in| parents of four fifths of the children are 
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likely to desire extended facilities. Still 
less can it be stated in how many cases 
other accommodation is available for the 
children whose parents do not desire 
these facilities, as required in Section 4 


(2) of the Bill, 


Questions. 
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Mr. MYER (Lambeth, N.): Have 

the Board any power of control over the 

| pathways from the Gardens to the bridge, 
On Easter Monday—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
| Notice should be given of these details. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE: Is the right 


hon. Gentleman aware that the National 
Education Association have made a 
calculation from the latest Blue-books, 
and has he any reason to suppose the 
figures published by them are incorrect 4 
The right hon. Gentleman appears to have 
misunderstood my Question, 


Mr. BIRRELL: I cannot make myself 


responsible for those figures. 


The Zoological Gardens. 
Mr. SEAVERNS: I beg to ask the 


First Commissioner of Works whether 
he has recently authorised a_ further 


lease of land to the Zoological Gardens ; | 


what is the period for which the lease is 
given, what the acreage, and what the 
annual rental, 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 


WORKS (Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, | 


Rossendale): No new lease of land has 
been made to the Zoological Gardens. A 
licence for the user of a few yards of land 
on the banks of the canal has been 
granted to the society in order to afford 
access for visitors to the Gardens to the 
new bridge which is being built, for the 
convenience of the public mainly, at the 


expense of the Zoological Society. The | 


new bridge will be double the present 
width ; half will be used by the Zoologi- 
cal Society and the other half as a public 
footway as at present from Regent’s Park 
to Primrose Hill. 


Mr. SEAVERNS: What rent is paid 
for this land ? And is the use of it con- 
fined to the purposes indicated in the 
reply of the right hon. Gentleman ? 


Mr. HARCOURT: No rent is paid. 
The object is to give the Society access 
to a bridge of which they are paying 
nearly the whole cost, 


Mr. J. WARD asked whether the 
right hon. Gentleman could use his 
influence to procure a reasonab'e tariff for 
refreshments served to the public in the 
Gardens in holiday times. 


Mr. HARCOURT said he had no con- 


trol over the tariff charges. 


Ecclesiastical Commissioners’ Estates. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Bristol, as Church Estates 
Commissioner, how many applications 
have been made to the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioner by lessees for their leave 
to sell wine, beer, and spiiits in each of 
the years 1890-1905, both inclusive ; 
and in how many cases in each of these 
years the application has been granted. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bris- 
tol, E.): The number of such applications 
would not exceed six in any one year, 
and the number granted would be less, 
but I have no means of ascertaining the 
respective numbers without «a laborious 
search through the papers of the 
ecclesiastical Commissioners, for which 

‘there appears to be no sufficient reason, 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 
to ask the hon. Member for East Bristol, 
as Church Estates Commissioner, how 
many of the places upon the estates of 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, which 
were licensed during 1905 for the sale of 
beer, wine, or spirits, have been leased 
from the Commissioners since 1889, and 
in how many cases ‘the lease will expire 
within the next five years, 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: The 
| Ecclesiastical Commissioners know of no 
licence granted in respect of any place 
| upon their estates during the year 1909, 
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Attorney-General’s Fiat for Criminal 
Prosecution. 


Mr. DICKINSON (St. Pancras, N.): 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General if he 
will state the several Acts of Parliament 
under which the right of any private 
individual in England to __ institute 
criminal proceedings is limited by the 
requirement that the fiat of the 
Attorney-General shall be first obtained, 
and the number of occasions upon which, 
since the passing of each Act, application 
has been made thereunder for such fiat, 
and the number of times that such fiat 
has been granted and refused. 


Tue SOLICITOR -GENERAL (Sir 
W. Ropson, South Shields): The 
Attorney-General’s fiat is required under 
the following Acts of Parliament :— 
Vexatious Indictments Acts, 1859 ; Law 
of Property Amendment Acts, 1859 and 
1860; Larceny Act, 1861 ; Newspapers, 
Printers, ete., Act, 1869; Larceny 
(Advertisements) Act, 1870; Explosive 
Substances Act, 1883; Official Secrets 
Act, 1889; Public Bodies (Corrupt 
Practices) Act, 1889; Money Lenders 
Act, 1900. It is not possible to give 
statistics relative to all the applications 
under the earlier Acts, but the numbers 
for the last twenty years are as follows :— 
Larceny Act, 186): 159 granted, 21 
refused, total 180 ; Public Bodies Corrupt 
Practices Act, 1889: 30 granted, 6 
refused, total, 36 ; Newspapers, Printers, 
etc., Act, 1869: 5 granted, 12 refused, 


total 17; Larceny (Advertisements) 
Act, 1870: 7 granted, 6. refused, 
total 13; Explosive Substances Act, 
1883: 5 granted, 5 refused, total 10 ; 


Vexatious Indictments Act, 1859: 5 
granted, 3 refused, total 8; Law of 
Property Amendment Acts, 1859 and 
180: 2 granted, 5 refused, total 7 ; 
Money Lenders Act, 1900: 4 granted, 
total 4; Official Secrets Act, 1889: 3 
granted, total 3. The fiat of the 
Attorney-General was formerly required 
under the Public Health Act 1875, and 
the Public Health (Members and Officers) 
Act 1885 for certain of the offences now 
covered by the Public Bodies Corrupt 
Practices Act 1889, and under these 


Acts, 10 applications were granted and 


11 refused, total 21. 


Mr. J. HENDERSON (Aberdeenshire, | 
W.): I beg to ask Mr, Attorney- 
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‘General whether it is the intention of 


the Government to reintroduce the Bill 
to amend The Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1882, which was brought 
from the Lords on April 4th, 1905 as 
well as in the previous session of 
Parliament, with a view to its being 
passed into law this session. 


Sir W. ROBSON: The substance of 
the Bill of last session is contained in 
Lord Davey’s Bill which has already 
been read a second time in the House 
of Lords. 


Mr. Rider Haggard’s Report. 
Sm WILLIAM BULL (Hammer- 


smith): I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for South Somerset, as representing the 
President of the Board of Agriculture, 
whether the Report of Lord Tennyson’s 
Committee upon Mr. Rider Haggard’s 
Report on the Salvation Army’s Agri- 
cultural Colonies in Canada, the United 
States, and at Hadleigh, in Essex, will be 
printed, 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I have reason to 
believe that the Report in question 
will very shortly be presented to the 
Secretary of State. It will be thereupon 
laid before Parliament. 


Protection of Scottish Fisheries. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland if 
he will state the names of the Admiralty 
cruisers placed at the disposal of ‘the 
Fishery Board for Scotland tor sea police 
service, and what districts they patrol. 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Sincuarr, Forfarshire): The names 
of the Admiralty cruisers placed at the 
disposal of the Fishery Board for Scot- 
land for sea police service are His 
Majesty Ship ‘“Ringdove” and His 
Majesty’s Ship “ Daisy,” and the areas 
patrolled by them are the Moray Firth 
and Loch Fyne respectively. 


Scottish Registration Anomalies. 


Sir J. JARDINE (Roxburghshire) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
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whether he is is aware that every year 
many voters in the counties of Roxburgh 
and Berwick have their names removed 
from the register of voters because they 
have settled in a neighbouring county to 
work at a different farm or under a 
different employer in the ordinary work 
of their calling; and whether he will 
consider the propriety of removing the 
disqualification so arising under the 
present law in Scotland. 


Questions. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: Such points, which 
affect the whole country, will no doubt 
be considered with any general reform of 
the present franchise and registration 
law, and they are under the observation 
of the Government. 


The Convention of Burghs and Royal 
Proclamations. 

Sir J. JARDINE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary for Scotland whether he is 
now in a position to state if the request 
of the Convention of Burghs anent the 


proclamation of the accession of 
Sovereigns will be granted. 
Mr. SINCLAIR: No, Sir. Iregret to 


say that it has been found impossible to 
reconcile conflicting opinions and claims. 
I hope to arrive at a decision after 
personal conference during the autumn 
recess or whenever there is opportunity ; 
and I shall be obliged if the hon. Gentle- 
man and other hon. Members interested 
will allow the matter to stand over 
accordingly. 


Scottish Education Board. 


Mr. GULLAND (Duntfries Burghs) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland if 
he will state how often the Lords of the 
Comm ttee of Council on Education in 
Scotland have met since their appoint- 
ment was gazetted on February 16th. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: It is contrary to 
precedent and practice to give such 
particulars as to meetings of any Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council. 


Mr. GULLAND: May [ask if their 
Lordships ever meet at all ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 
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Scottish Education Grant, 


Sirk HENRY CRAIK (Glasgow and 
Aberdeen Universities) : I beg to ask the 
Secretary for Scotland whether he has 
represented to the Treasury the claim 
which will arise for Scotland in view of 
the additional annual grant proposed for 
England and Wales under the Education 
Bill; and whether that claim has been 
admitted, 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has already stated, in 
Answer to a Question in the House, that a 
decision on the question of giving an 
equivalent grant for Scotland would be 
premature, but due representation will be 
made to the Treasury as to the claims 
and needs of Scotland as occasion arises, 


Scottish School Finance. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland if he will state whether, in 
considering questions of school finance, 
there is any reason why the financial 
year should not in all cases be identical 
and terminate on March 3lst in each 
year. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The financial year 
of school boards is identical in all cases 
and ends at May 15th, the date to 
which the accounts of all other local 
authorities in Scotland are made up, 
which date could not be departed from 
without causing grave inconvenience, 


American Paupers in Irish Workhouses. 


Mr. SULLIVAN (Westmeath, 8.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that a widow named Delia 
Turner, who had resided for thirty-four 
years in America, became partially para- 
lysed and was admitted to the Tucksbury 
State Hospital, Boston; that she was 
placed on board a vessel by the authori- 
ties and her passage paid to Athlone, 
her native town, without consulting her 
wishes in the matter; that she has been 
admitted to this workhouse and is now 
a charge upon the rates; and whether, 
seeing that she is anxious to go back to 
America, he proposes to.take any action 
in the matter. 
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Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | 
LAND (Mr. Bryce, Aberdeen, S.) : The | 
Local Government Board have ascer- 
tained from the clerk of the Athlone 
Union that, according to the information 
supplied to the Guardians by Mrs. Turner 
herself, the facts are as stated in the 
Question. Mrs. Turner is now in the 
Athlone workhouse and is a charge upon 
the rates. Having regard to the United 
States immigration laws which forbid 
the entrance of persons unable to provide 
for themselves, I do not see that any 


steps can be taken for sending Mrs. | 
Turner back to the United States. The — 


general question of the deportation of 
paupers and lunatics from the United 
States to this country is, however, re- 
ceiving the consideration of the Govern- 
ment, 


Irish Land—Estates Commissioners’ Staff. 
Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH (Fer- | 


managh, 8.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, now that further funds 
have been made available for carrying 
out sales under The Purchase of Land 
(Ireland) Act, 1903, it is intended 
promptly to appoint more examiners of 
title and examining clerks in the offices 
of the Estates Commissioners, as the 
present staff is inadequate to deal with 
the work, and the delays are retarding 
land purchase and are very injurious to 
the tenant purchasers as well as_ the 
vendors ; and if the President of the 
Land Commission — has 
further appointments of examiners. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
Land Commission that the question of 
the sufficiency of the existing staff of 
examiners and examiners’ clerks is at 
present engaging the earnest attention 
of the Commissioners. 


Fermanagh Land Commission Appeals. 


Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-_ 
Lieutenant of Ireland how many Land | 
Commission appeals from the county of | 


Fermanagh are at present pending ; and 


whether, in view of the number that have | 


been pending over two years, arrange- 


ments will be made to have them shortly | 


disposed of, 
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Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 


Land Commission that appeals are pend- 
ing in eighty-eight cases in county Fer- 
managh. The last hearing of appeals in 
that county took place in January last, 
when the list for hearing comprised all 
cases in which notices of appeal were 
lodged prior to June Ist, 1904. A 
further appeal sitting for the county will 
be held as soon as possible having regard 
to the claims of other districts. 


Scariff (Clare) Drainage. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the 
necesssity for a drainage scheme for 


Scariff, county Clare; and whether he 


will inquire into the matter. 


*Mr. BRYCE: The Local Drainage 
Committee have recently applied to the 
Irish Government for aid to a scheme for 
improving the Scariff drainage system, 
and have been informed in reply that it 
is doubtful whether it will be possible to 
consider the question of aiding, during the 
current financial year, any development 
schemes in addition to those to which 
assistance has already been promised, 
but that when any question of taking up 
new schemes arises, the claims of the 
Scariff district will receive full considera- 
tion. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
the right hon. Gentlemen be good enough 
to bear in mind the long-standing neces- 
sity for this drainage scheme ? 


*Mr. BRYCE: I will bring the matter 
to the attention of those who advise me 
on the subject, and endeavour to have it 


considered. 


Glanquin (Clare) Police Force. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland why there is a 
police force stationed at Glanquin, county 
Clare, seeing that there is no crime or 
disorder in that district. 


*Mr. BRYCE: Glanquin is situated in 


| a remote mountainous district and is six 
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miles distant from the nearest. police 
station. In 1904 it became necessary, 
owing to the disturbed state of the 
locality, to establish a police hut at 
Glanquin. The condition of the district 
has since improved but, in the Inspector- 
General’s opinion, it is not yet possible 
to dispense with the police force. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is it 
for the Inspector-General to decide this 
case? May I ask whether, in view of 
the tranquility of the district and the 
fact that the Judge of Assize congratu- 
lated the county on the absence of 
crime, this police force will be removed 
irrespective of the opinion of the In- 
spector-General ? 


*Mr. BRYCE: I could not think of 
over-ruling the Inspector’s opinion. 
Probably, as the district is not very 
disturbed, the police may be removed 
before long. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman inquire into 
the matter? We have no confidence in 
the Inspector-General, 


*Mr. BRYCE replied in the negative. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: On 
whose authority has the Inspector-General 
come to his opinion ? He does not live 
in the district. 


*Mr. BRYCE: No doubt he gets his 
information from the county and dis- 
trict inspectors. 


Clonelly Medical Officer. 


Me. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland why Dr. 
Dickson, who was a candidate for the 
position of medical officer for the Clonelly 
district, part of which is in Fermanagh 
and part in Donegal, and received a 
majority of the votes of the combined 
districts, has not received the appoint- 
ment; whether he is aware that the 
actual voting was, in the Fermanagh 
part, Patton twenty-three, Dickson 
fourteen, and in the Donegal part, Dick- 
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son twenty-two, Patton six, giving Dr. 
Dickson a majority in the combined 
districts of seven votes; and if he will 
inquire as to why the appointment has 
not been made. 


*Mr. BRYCE: I am informed that 
this Question is asked under a mis- 
apprehension of the facts. The Clonelly 
dispensary district is wholly situate in 
the Irvinestown Union of county Fer- 
managh ; it adjoins the Pettigo dis. 
pensary district of the Donegal Union in 
county Donegal, but the two dispensary 
Districts are as distinct as any other two 
dispensary districts in Ireland. The 
Guardians of Irvinestown Union have 
appointed Dr. Patton as medical officer 
of Clonelly dispensary district, and the 
Guardians of Donegal Union have 
appointed Dr. Dickson as medical officer 
of Pettigo dispensary district. Neither 
Board of Guardians was under an obliga- 
tion to appoint the medical officer 
selected by the other, although the two 
dispensary districts were formerly in 
charge of one medical officer. 


Mrs. Grace Mahon’s Roscommon Estate. 


Mr. JAMES O’'KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if his 
attention has been called to the manner 
in which the Land Act of 1903 is being 
administered in connection with the 
estate of Mrs. Grace Mahon, Strokestown, 
Roscommon; and whether the direct 
tenants are being led to sign purchase 
agreements by means of which the sub- 
tenants in occupation are deprived of 
the benefits of reductions in rent given 
since May Ist, 1905, and grazing lands 
adjacent to the town are being sold to 
large graziers instead of being divided 
amongst the small holders in the district 
belonging to the class which was supposed 
to benefit under the Act ; and whether 
the Estates Commissioners will be 
directed to put the 15th section of the 
Act into operation. 


Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Com- 
missioners inform me that 172 agree- 
ments for the purchase of holdings on 
the estate referred to were lodged with 
them onthe 25th instant. The questions 


of the sub-tenancies and of the lettings 
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to large graziers, will be dealt with by 
the Commissioners in the ordinary course 
when the report of the inspection comes 
before them. The question whether the 
Commissioners will take action under the 
15th section is one for their own 
determination. 


Trish Local Government Auditors—Case 
of Mr. Drury. 

Mr. J. P. NANNETTI(Dublin, College 
Green) : | beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will explain why Mr. Drury, an audi- 
tor of the Local Government Board, 
Ireland, who has by length of service 
attained his maximum rate of salary, 
nimely, £700 a year, has lately been 
given an addition to his salary of £100 a 
year on the representation that he is 
employed in auditing the accounts of 
county councils, seeing that the only 
audit for which he is responsible is that 
ot Dublin Corporation accounts, for which 
he has been responsible for fourteen years 
without any addition to his salary ; and 
whether, seeing that Mr. Drury also re- 
ceives a further addition to his salary of 
£100 a year for controlling the work of 
his fellow auditors, all of whom have 
larger experience in conducting audits 
under the regulations which have been in 
force since the Local Government Act, 
IA9S, came into operation, and that he is 
allowed to receive from moneys not pro- 
vided by Parliament a further salary of 
£50 a year for work outside his duties as 
a civil servant, he will explain why he is 
supplied with the services of a lower 
division clerk to assist him in earning his 
emoluments as an auditor, 


Mr. BRYCE: Mr. Drury’s appoint- 
ment, duties, salary, emoluments, and 
staff were fixed in 1904, by the Treasury 
as the result of a Departmental Inquiry 
into the audit system in Ireland ordered 
hy their Lordships in 1903. His position 
is the same as the inspector of audits in 
England, save that the Local Government 
Board require him to undertake certain 
audits in addition to his office work as 
General Audit Inspector. Mr. Drury has 
heen appointed by the Irish Government 
to audit the accounts of petty sessions 
clerks, for which he receives £50 per an. 
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num, but the Board do not regard this 
as outside the duties of a civil servant. 


(Questions. 


Dublin Corporation and Mr. Drury. 

Mr. J. PD, NANNETTI: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether Mr. Drury, 
by whose advice the Local Government 
3oard were guided in the framing of the 
Accounts Orders that recently gave rise 
to dissatisfaction, is the officer whose 
report on the accounts of Dublin Corpora- 
tion lately appeared ; whether he is aware 
that at a meeting of the corporation, 
specially convened for the purpose, a 
Resolution was carried refusing to allow 
Mr. Drury access to their books ; and 
whether, seeing that this official has been 
selected to advise the Local Government 
Board on matters of account and audit 
generally, and to supervise the work of 
the other auditors, although he is the 
only member of the auditorial statf who 
has not had any experience in auditing 
accounts which have been completely 
altered in form and character by the 
legislation of the past eight years, it is 
the intention of the Local Government 
Board to require the corporation to employ 
this officer, while public bodies of the 
same standing as the corporation in Great 
Britain have the right to appoint and 
remove their auditors and are quite inde- 
pendent of the Local Government Boards 
of England and Scotland. 


Mr. BRYCE: Mr. Drury, together 
with the other auditors of the Local 
Government Board, assisted in the pre- 
paration of the Public Bodies Order, which 
is now in force throughout Ireland and 
working satisfactorily. It is a fact that 
the corporation passed a resolution re- 
fusing Mr. Drury access to their books, 
to his having reported unfavour- 
ably on their accounts. It is not a fact 
that Mr. Drury has had no experience in 
auditing accounts in recent years. The 
Local Government Board have the utmost 
confidence in his ability and integrity, 
and his experience of the accounts of 
public bodies is second to none. The 
fact that a different law exists in England 
and Scotland does not relieve the Local 
Government Board in Ireland from the 
statutory obligation imposed upon them 
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of auditing the accounts of the Dublin 
Corporation. Nothing but legislation 
could alter this. 


(Juestions. 





Irish Language in Irish Schools. 


Mr. J. P,. NANNETTI: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware that 
at the national convention of the United 
Irish League held in Dublin last December 


a Resolution was adopted requesting the | 
restoration of the fees for the teaching of | 


Irish as an extra subject in the national 
schools which were available for the past 
thirty years, and were only withdrawn 
during the recent administration of the 
hon. Member for South Dublin ; whether 
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he is aware that similar Resolutions have | 


been adopted by the Irish Hierarchy, by | 
three-fourths of the public boards in| 
Ireland and by numerous branches of the | 


Gaelic League, and other educational 
bodies; whether the Treasury has | 
yielded to this expression of Irish | 


opinion ; and, if so, what is the cause of 


the delay in cancelling the notice of the | 


Commissioners of National Education 


withdrawing the fees. 


Mr. BRYCE: 


tion referred to in the first part of the 


Resolutions have been passed. As to the 
remainder of the Question, I can only 
repeat the statement which I made to 
the hon. Member on the 5th instant,7 
namely, that the existing system for the 
teaching of Irish will remain in opera- 
tion until June 30th next, and that 
matters have not yet reached a stage at 


am not aware that Mr. 


| discouragement. 
I have seen the Resolu- | 
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Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the statement 
made by Mr. John Dryden, formerly 
Minister of Agriculture for the province 
of Ontario, Canada, and recently ap- 
pointed to the Commission to inquire 
into the agricultural conditions of Ireland, 
to the effect that Canadian farmers enjoy 
no advantages over Irish farmers ; that 
the latter are better off by reason of their 
proximity to the English markets ; that 
if they have fallen behind it is simply 
due to discouragement ; and that, by 
reason of the Irish Land Act, the Irish 
farmer is on as good a footing as the 
Canadian farmer in regard to the procur- 
ing and tenure of land ; will he state if 
the Government were aware of Mr. 
Dryden’s views when making the appoint- 
ment ; and whether it is the intention of 
the Government to continue the appoint- 
ment in view of the publication of Mr. 
Dryden’s views. 


I have not seen, and 
Dryden made 
He informs me that he 
whatever as to Irish 
advantages or thei: 
The Committee was 
not appointed to inquire into the agri 


Mr. BRYCE: 
such statement. 

has said nothing 
farmers, or their 


: 4 the cultural conditions of Ireland, but into 
Question, and am aware that many similar | 


which I can make a definite statement as 


to what change may then be made. The 
matter is constantly before me, and as 


soon as I can make a statement I will | 


do so. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): When 
may we expect the statement ? 
in the next 


Mr. BRYCE: Probably 


two or three w ecks. 


Irish Agricultural Inquiry—Mr. Dryden’s 
Interviews. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


+ See (4) Debates, elv., 713. 


| Mr. 
appointment. 





the working of the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction. 


The Government had no knowledge of 
Dryden’s views when making the 
He tells me that he has 
no preconceived opinions whatever on 
the matters he is to join in investigating. 
I believe that Mr. Dryden’s knowledge 
and wide practical experience make him 
well fitted for the work which he has 
consented to perform. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: Has the 
right hon. Gentleman seen the report of 
the interview given by Mr. Dryden to the 
Morning Post and other English papers, 
in which he expresses his views in regard 
to Irish agriculture ? 


Mr. BRYCE: Mr. Dryden informs me 
that the reports he has seen are both in- 
accurate and misleading. 


Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR (Kildare, N 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware ae 
the opinions of this gentleman are said to 
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have been tormea after reading a book 
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proposed to pay any of such money to 


Questions. 


written by the very man whose conduct | the persons, or to the nominees of the 


he is appointed to inquire into ? 


Mr. BRYCE: Mr. Dryden informs 
me that the opposite is the case. He 
has formed no opinion, and is waiting to 
hear the evidence. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
Will Mr. Dryden abstain from making 
speeches and giving interviews to the 


Press ? 


Mr. BRYCE: He is following a habit 
common in America, and [ am afraid he- 


persons, who invented or advised the 
adoption of the system of purchase with- 
out inspection for value. 


Mr. BRYCE: Provision is made in 
sub-head F of the Land Commission Vote 
for the cost of legal proceedings, including 
proceedings for the collection of land 
purchase instalments. In the estimates 
for the current year a sum of £1,600 is 
provided under that sub-head as compared 
with £1,800 last year. I do not know to 
whom it is suggested in the last part of 
this Question that payments should be 
| made. 


coming common here, of receiving inter- 


viewers to whom he says 
which is entirely misreported. 


something 


Colonel Malone’s Westmeath Estate. 


Mr.GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): [beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland will the Estates 
Commissioners suspend payment of price 
and of bonus to Colonel Malone, of 
Baronstown, Westmeath, pending the 
distribution of the untenanted land com- 
prised in it among tenants and others in 
need of land, and the appointment. of 


trustees chosen by the majority of the | 


users for the purpose of controlling the 
hog; and will they send an inspector 
with fresh instructions on these points. 


Mr. BRYCE: The 
sioners inform me that in this case they 
had already issued instructions to their 
inspector to report upon the points re- 
ferred to in the Question. When the 
inspector's supplementary report has 
heen received the case will come before 
the Commissioners for consideration and 
ruling. 


Irish Land Annuities. 


Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether any special provision 
is made in the Civil Service Estimates 
for costs to be incurred in the recovery 
of annuities from purchasers within the 
zones under the Land Act of 1903 ; if so, 
in what Vote is it included ; and is it 


Estates Commis- | 


Irish Teachers in University Degrees. 


Mr. LIDDELL (Down, W.) : I beg to 
_ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether it is the inten- 

tion of the Government to grant a special 
rate of salary to national school teachers 
in Ireland who have taken out university 
degrees, as was recommended by the 
Commissioners of National Education last 
| year ; and how much an increase of £10 
| per annum to the salaries of all such 
teachers would cost. 


Mr. BRYCE: The Answer to the first 
part of this Question is in the negative. 
| Assuming that one in every dozen 
teachers qualified for the extra award 
proposed, it is estimated that the addi- 
tional cost would amount to £10,000 
/annually, and it would require to be con- 
sidered whether this was the best way of 
expending such a sum. 


Irish Local Government Finance. 
Mr. MOONEY (Newry): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will grant the 
Return standing in the name of the hon. 
Member for Newry. 


Mr. BRYCE: The information asked 
for, with the exception of column (5), 
will be found in the Local Taxation Re- 
turns, as also in the Annual Report of 
the Local Government Board for the 





year ending March 31st, 1904. In these 
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circumstances it does not appear to be 
necessary to prepare the Return in its 
present form, but if the hon. Member 
should see fit to move for a Return by 
counties of the fees recovered by the 
Local Government Board from public 
bodies for auditing accounts, I will offer 
no objection. 


(Juestions. 
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Appended is the Return referred to. 


Mr. Mooney—Public Bodies (Ireland) 
(Accounts),—Return in respect of the 
audit of the Accounts, of Public Bodies 
in Ireland for the financial year ended 
the 3lst day of March, 1904, in the 





following form : 


(I.) County Councils. 


Total Expendi- 
| ture for the year 
; as shown in the 


Audited Abstracts Total money 


supplied to 





including 
Amounts in 


Asylum Com- 








Amount 
recovered by 


Excess of 
Amount in 








Name Col. (3) and ro Boards Col. (2) over Treasury from Obser- 
of tie See of Guardians, : ‘ a # : ae 
Cis Expenditure Kural District Amount in County Council | vations. 

y out of Loans, Ccumeath 5 aa Col. (3) being for Auditors’ 
but excluding ‘ eee = net Expenditure Salaries. 
Sue Committee of 
Moneys trans- Acriculture 
ferred to other a ; 
funds of the same 
Council. | 
(1) (2) (3) (+) (5) | (6) 
£ & £ fos. dl 
| 
| 
| 
| 
— dca ioe ean asics —_ ini: | Geile asia oleate iia stenabintis 
Total - 
(II.) County Borough Councils. 
Total Expendi- | 
ture for the year 
as shown in the 
Audited Abstracts | Total money = Biaiiiaitl 
including supplied to Excess of vocmveged ter 
— Amounts in Asylum Com- Amount in Pitts 7 
Name . ; a, x ‘ f : l'reasury froin 
of Col. (3) and mittee, Board Col. (2) over Cusniar andiewh| Obser- 
‘ ‘ Expenditure of Guardians Amount in ws, Ae =", vations. 
County. ° 1 sage ‘ ‘ . Council for 
out of Loans, and Technical Col. (3) being elias | 
but excluding Instruction net Expenditure. elasinn 
moneys trans- Committee. 7 iol 
ferred to other 
funds of the same 
Council. 
(2) (3) (4) (4) (6) 
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(III.) District Lunatic Asylum Committees. 




















Apportioned share 
or each County F 
and County ‘ — pg mae 
¢ . | Beeoagh of Fatal | pportionec share for each 
ee Sorough of Total - ‘ 
Names of bes cuapeles share for each ‘nace pf County of the 
Counties Expenditure County of Excess of Amount 
N 1 for the year as ae Amount in Bec : 
Name anc ‘she money paid to (oy ya), recovered by 
of County shown in the Boards of Col. (3) over Treasury from 
Poe 4 Audited Abstracts, ;..--)-. ¢ . Amount in 1 Obser- 
District | Boronghs miiedibaar A t Guardians for Col. (4 Asylum tahieen 
Lunatic | comprised |. 7, smounts maintenance ol. (4), Committee for ‘@420NS- 
Asylum.} in each Ex . rat iol of patients a "i Auditors’ 
Asylum | “<penciture out under 38 and = ““XPeMCl- Salaries, and 
District of Loans, but 39 Vic tare. Total Amount 
* | excluding moneys ‘on s 67 pee devenats 
transferred to “P+ 94 S€C- 9. pet 
other funds of os . 
the same Councils 
a | @ (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 
| £ £ £ ts. d 
| 
ae |— epee) ee eee patra hae, 
Total foreach | 
Asylum. | 
Gross Total 
([V.) County Committees of Agriculture and Technical Instruction. 
eee _ 
Total Expendi- 
ture for the year 
as shown in the 
| Audited Abstracts 
| including Excess of Amount 
a Amounts in Total money Amount in : recovered by 
“of | ~~ Col. (3) and supplied to local Col. (3) over reasury from — Obser- 
Camas. | Expenditure or Joint Amount in Committee for vations. 
y: out of Loans, Committees. Col. (2) being Auditors’ 
| but excluding net Expenditure. Salaries. 
| moneys trans- 
| ferred to other 
| funds of the same 
Council. 
(1) | (2) (3) (4) (5] (6) 
al | —— 
£ £ £ £s d 









































267 (Questions. {COMMONS} (Juestions. 268 
(V.) Rural District Councils. 
Total Expendi- 
ture for the year | 
as shown in the 
Audited Abstracts | A 
= = | . t 
= including | Total moneys Excess of 5 — ; 
Name | Amountsin | supplied to Joint Amount in ao ered by 
of C f sare ; Treasury from 
| ol. (3) and ~— |: Burial or other Col. (2) over > Rear Obser- 
Rural = Ata | : Rural District bet 
District Expenditure Boards on a Amount in Counsell fon vations. 
Council, ou of Loans, Precept or Col. (3) being Auditors | 
‘ ‘but excluding Demand. net Expenditure. Salesian 
moneys trans- | . 
ferred to other | 
funds of the same 
Council. 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (9) (6) 
\——- 
£ 
£ £ Bit wd,  f 
| 
| 
Total 
V1.) Urban District Councils and Town Commissioners. 
Total Expendi- | | 
ture for the year 
Name | .2% Shown in the 
of Audited Abstracts| Total moneys Amount 
Trh including suppliedto | yon. recovered by 
Ricci Amounts in County Council | yong penny Treasury from | 
Conneiia Col. (3) and and to Joint pst aes ins | Urban District | Obser- 
poor ae Expenditure Burial or other |) (3) Rela | Council or Town) vations. 
ae out of Loans, Boards ona _ | sat Remsedinase. | Commissioners 
Gisetaia.| but excluding Precept or | ~ ‘| for Auditors’ 
sioners,, moneys trans- Demand. Salaries. 


ferred to other 
| funds of the same 
Council. 


| 
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Linnie Technical Instruction Committees in Urban Districts. 


| | | 
7 Total Expendi- | | | 
| ture for the year | | 
| as shown in the | 

| 

| 


Audited Abstracts | 


including Amount 


Excess of Amount | 

















Name Amounts in Total moneys |: ie recovered by 
of | Col. (3) and (if any) supplied | in Col. (2) over Treasury from | Obser- 
Urban | Expenditure to any ae Amount i Committees for | vations. 
District.. out of Loans, | Public Body. Col. (3) being Auditors’ 
but excluding | net Expenditure. Salaries, 
moneys trans- 
ferred to other | 
funds of the same | 
Committees. | 
(i) 2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 
£ £ £ £ i ¢ 
Total - | 
(VIII.) Other Publie Bodies. 
Total Expendi- 
ture for the year | 
as shown in the 
Audited Abstracts 
: including a ae Amount 
bein Amounts in Total money Bey py recovered by 
aioe Col. (3) and (if any) sup ied Pesci Treasury from | Obser- 
Public Expenditure to any other Col. (3) bei Public Bodies vations. 
Body. out of Loans, Public Bodies. “ et o : editare for Auditors’ 
ae but excluding = ; Salaries. 
moneys trans- 
ferred to other 
funds of the same 
Public Body, 
(1) 2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 
£ £ £ se 
Total - 


Ireland’s Share of Imperial Taxation. | Imperial services in Ireland; whether 

Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR: I beg to ask | the statute permits such discrimination 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether, | between Irish and other services of any 
having regard to the provisions of the Imperial character whatever; and 
statute, 56 Geo. 3, chapter 98, section 1, | whether he will consult the law officers 
he will explain why the Irish Taxation | of the Crown as to ,the effect of the 
Account is charged with the cost of! statute in this respect, ‘and if it is found 
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that in their opinion, on a case stated, 
such discrimination is contrary to law, 
the practice of making such charges will 
he discontinued. 


Mr. McKENNA: The section to 
which the hon. and learned Member 
refers is the one which combined the 
Consolidated Funds of Great Britain and 
Ireland to form the Consolidated Fund 
of the United Kingdom and directed that 
the charges formerly payable out of the 
separate funds should for the future he 
paid out of the combined fund. That 
direction has been and still is carried out 
in practice. In the annual Financial 
Relations Returns, for purposes of com- 
parison, the Irish expenditure is shown 
as a set off against the amount of Revenue 
estimated to be contributed by Ireland. 
But this does not mean, as the hon. 
Member's Question appears to suggest, 
that the Revenue so contributed is 
diverted from the Consolidated Fund and 
applied to meet the Irish expenditure. 


Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR: The right 
hon. Gentleman has not answered my 
Question. Will he consult the law 
officers of the Crown as to whether it is 
legal to exercise this discrimination ? 


Mr. McKENNA: The Answer is 


that that discrimination has not been | 


made. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London), 
who said he regretted the absence of 
the Prime Minister through 
asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


for a forecast of the business of the | 


week, and particularly as to the Supply 
to be taken on Thursday. 


Mr. ASQUITH: We hope to get 
the Budget resolutions in Committee 
to-night and to take the Report stage 
to-morrow. On Wednesday the Plural 
Voting Bill will be introduced and other 
Bills proceeded with. The Supply on 
Thursday will he Irish Supply. 


{COMMONS} 





(Ways and Means). 
SELECTION (STANDING COM. 
MITTEES). 

Sir WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON re- 
ported from the Committee of Selection ; 
that they had discharged the following 
Member from the Standing Committee 
on Trade (including Agriculture and 
Fishing), Shipping and Manufactures, 
in respect of the Land Tenure Bill : 
Lord Turnour; and had appointed in 
substitution : Mr. Meysey Thompson. 


bo 
~I 
te 


Sir WiLttiAM BRAMPTON GURDON 
further reported from the Committee 
of Selection ; that they had discharged 
the following Member from the Stand- 
ing Committee on Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures, in respect of the Merchant 
Shipping Acts Amendment (No. 2) Bill : 
Sir William Evans-Gordon ; and had 
appointed in substitution: Sir Gilbert 
Parker. 





Reports to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILL. 


ENGINES AND BOILERS (PERSONS IN 
CHARGE) (No. 2) BILL. 

“To grant certificates to persons in 
charge of Steam Engines, Boilers, and 
Steam Cranes,” presented by Mr. Stead- 
man ; supported by Mr. Barnes, Mr. C. 
Duncan, Mr. James Haslam, and Mr. 
| Joseph Walton; to be read a second 
time upon Monday, June 18th, and to be 
printed, {Bill 180. | 


| 





illness, | 


| BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (WAYS 
AND MEANS.) 

Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
the proceedings of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, if under consideration 
;at Eleven o'clock this night, be not 
‘interrupted under the Standing Order 

(Sittings of the House).”—(Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer.) 


The House divided:—Ayes, 353 ; 
Noes, 8&8. (Division List No. 55.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) | Alden, Percy 
Acland, Francis Dyke | Armitage, R. 
Adkins, W. Ryland 

Agar-Robertes, Hon. T. C. 
Agnew, George William 


Armstrong, W. 
Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 


Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 


C. Heaton 
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sarnard, E. B. 
Barnes, G. N. 
Beale, W. P. 
Beauchamp, E. | 
Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) | 
Beck, A. Cecil 
Bell, Richard 
Bellairs, Carlyon 
Benn,W. (T’wr’ Hamlets,S.Geo. | 
Bennett, E. N. | 
Bertram, Julius 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) | 
sillson, Alfred 

sirrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W.( Bedfordshire) | 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 
sottomley, Horatio 
Brace, William 
Bramsdon, T. A. 
Branch, James 
Brigg, John 
Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner, J. F. L.(Lancs., Leigh) 
Brunner, Sir JohnT.(Cheshire) 
sryce, Rt.Hn.James( Aberdeen | 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Surke, E. Haviland- 
Jurns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, J. D. W. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
suxton, Rt. Hn.SydneyCharles | 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Coats, Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W | 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett, C.H.(Sussex,EGrinst’d | 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harold 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Crossley, William J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, David (MontgomeryCo. 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S. 
Delany, William 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh, ) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N 
Dickson-Poynder, SirJohn P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 





| Erskine, David C. 


i e . 
| Fenwick, Charles 

| Ferguson, R. C. Munro 

| Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 

| Findlay, Alexander 

| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


| Fullerton, 


| Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 


| Hall, Frederick 


| Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 


| Haworth, Arthur A. 
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Dillon, John 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in- Furness 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major E. M. (Walsall) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 








Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 
Faber, G. H. (Boston) 


Ferens, T. R. 


Fuller, John Michael F. 
Hugh 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 


| Gladstone,Rt. Hn. Herbert John 


Gooch, George Peabody 


Greenwood, Hamar ( York) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 


Halpin, J. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardie, J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) | 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Worc’r) | 
Hart-Davies, T. 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) | 
Harwood, George 
| 


Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 


Hayden, John Patrick 


| Hazleton, Richard 


Hedges, A. Paget 
Helme, Norval Watson | 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | 
Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon.,8.) | 
Herbert T., Arnold (Wycombe) | 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobart, Sir Robert 
Hobhouse, Charles E. 
Holden, E. Hopkinson | 
Holland, Sir William Henry | 
Hooper, A. G. | 
Hope, W. Bateman (Somers tN | 
Horniman, Emslie John | 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey | 
| 


H. 


Hudson, Walter 
Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Hyde, Clarendon 
Illingworth, Percy H. 
Jackson, R. S. 

Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 
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Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson, E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 


| Lambert, George 
' * 
| Lamont, Norman 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid 


| Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E. 


| Lehmann, R. C. 

| Lever, W. H.(Cheshire, Wirral) 
| Levy, Maurice 

| Lewis, John Herbert 


Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, ‘Thomas 


Lundon, W. 


| Lupton, Arnold 
| Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 


Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 


| Macdonald, J. M. (FalkirkB’ghs 
| Maclean, Donald 


Macpherson, J. T. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
MacVeigh, Charles( Donegal,E. ) 


| M’Callum, John M. 


MCrae, George 
M’ Kenna, Reginald 


| M’Killop, W. 
| M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
| M‘Micking, Major G. 


Maddison, Frederick 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks, G.Croydon( Launceston} 


| Marnham, F. J. 


Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 


| Massie, J. 


Masterman, C. F. G. 


| Meehan, Patrick A. 


Menzies, Walter 
Molteno, Percy Alfred 
Mond, A. 


| Money, L. G. Chiozza 


Montagu, E. 8. 

Montgomery, H. H. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. John 
Morrell, Philip 

Murphy, John 


| Murray, James 


Myer, Horatio 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, CharlesN.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norman, Henry 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


Nuttall, Henry 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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O’Connor, James(Wicklow,W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) | 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) | 
O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) | 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. | 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shee, James John | 
Parker, James { Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, W.H.M.(Suffolk, Eye) 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price, Robert John( Norfolk,E. ) 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W. E. B. (Bradford,E. | 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert, H. 

Rea, Russe}l (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mptn 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, E. A. | 
Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) | 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) | 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E.(Dundee) | 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robertson, SirG.Scott(Bradf'd | 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 


| 


| 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Ashley, W. W. 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J.(City Lond 
Beach, Hn.MichaelHughHicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hon.VictorC. W. 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord Rt (Marylebone, E. 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Cochrane Hon. Thomas, H.A.E 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Lloyd 

Craig, Charles Curtis (Antrim, S 
Craig, CaptainJames(Down,E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 
Dixon-Hartland, SirFred Dixon 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Du Cros, Harvey 
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Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, Chas. E.(Manchester) 
Scott, A. H. (AshtonunderLyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 


| Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
| Sileock, Thomas Ball 


Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 


| Snowden, P. 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 


| Spicer, Albert 
| Stanger, H. Y. 


Stanley, Hn. A. Lyluph(Chesh. 
Steadman, W. C. 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 


| Strachey, Sir Edward 


Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, E. P. (Salisbury) 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 


| Thompson, J.W.H.(Somerset,E 


Torrance, A. M. 


| Toulmin, George 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


NOES. 


Duncan, Robert (Lanark,Govan 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Faber, Capt. W.V.(Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 


| Heaton, John Henniker 


Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’d 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsb’ry) 
Hill, Henry Staveley(Staff’sh.) 
Hills, J. W. 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hon.Col.W 


King, SirHenrySeymour(Hull) | 


Lane-Fox, G. R 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Liddell, Henry 

Loekwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long, Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


(Ways and Means). 
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| Ure, Alexander 

| Verney, F. W. 
Vivian, Henry * 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester 
Wallace, Robert 
Walters, John Tudor ° 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 
Ward, W. Dudley(Southampt’n) 
Wardle, George J. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay ‘I’. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 
Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

, White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williams, W. L. (Carmarthen) 
Williamson, A.(Elgin & Nairn) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Wood, T. M’Kinnon 
Woodhouse, Sir J.(Huddersf (1) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Lowe, Sir Francis William 
M‘Iver, SirLewis(EdinburghW. 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, Major E.C. 
Middlemore, JohnThrogmorton 
Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield 
Nield, Herbert 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parker, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

| Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
| Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormskrk 
| Stone, Sir Benjamin 

| Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv 
| Thomson, W.Mitchell-(Lanark) 
| Thornton, Perey M. 

' Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
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WAYS AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
|Mr. Emmort (Oldham) in the Chair. | 


THE BUDGET STATEMENT. 

*Tue CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AsquitH, Fifeshire, 
E.): It is the custom for every new 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in turn, 
when he opens his first Budget speech, 
to make an appeal for a special measure 
of the indulgence of this Committee. 
Never, I am certain, has that claim been 
put forward with more sincerity, and 
rarely, I venture to think, with more 
reason, than it is by me to-day, for in 
the statement which it is my duty to 
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Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 


submit, I shall have to deal with the | 
| last year of £3,466,000. 


finances of one year for which I am 
hardly at all responsible, and with the 
finances of another year for which, 
although I have direct responsibility, 
yet, when I assumed it, I found the field 
of possible action already to a very large 
degree limited and circumscribed. One 
result of these conditions—a very un- 
happy result—is that I am afraid I shall 
not he able to compress what I have to 
say, with due regard to the necessity of 
adequate explanation, within the limits I 
am accustomed to observe, and which 
certainly as a rule the House is entitled 
to demand. Let me add to that appeal 
ior the consideration of the Committee an 
expression of the most sincere regret that 
my predecessor the right hon. Member 
for East Worcestershire, the only man 
now left, I think, in this House who has 
held the office of Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, is disabled by continued ill 
health from being in his place to-day. 
We all of us, and not least those who are 
or have been his political opponents, 
wish for him complete .recovery and a 
speedy return to the labours of this House. 


ESTIMATE FOR THE PAST YEAR AND ITS 
RESULTS. 

My-first duty is to pass in review the 
national accounts for the financial year 
Which ‘expired on March 31st, 1906. 
According to the balance-sheet presented 
in the Budget by my predecessor there 


278 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES,—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Lord Balcarres. 


Statement. 


was for that year an estimated revenue 
of £142,454,000 and an estimated ex- 
penditure of £142,032,000, leaving a 
margin for contingencies of £422,000. 
Both sides of the account have falsified 
the estimate to an unusual, I think to an 
unprecedented, degree, but happily in 
each case the error has turned out to be 
on the right side. The actual revenue 
has proved to be £143,978,000, an excess 
over the estimate of £1,524,000. On 
the other hand, the Exchequer issues for 
expenditure have only amounted to 
£140,512,000, a decrease as compared 
with the estimate of almost exactly the 
same sum as the excess of revenue— 
namely, £1,520,000. The margin of 
revenue over expenditure was thus 
increased by £3,044,000, which, added 
to the estimated margin of £422,000, 
brings out a realised surplus for the 


EXPENDITURE OF 1905-6. 

I shall deal in a later part of my 
statement with the disposition of this 
welcome and unanticipated addition to 
my resources; but for the moment it 
may be interesting to the Committee to 
learn how it has been brought into ex- 
istence. Hon. Members will see from the 
statement supplied to them how the estim- 
ated expenditure compares with the actual 
Exchequer issues. The estimated ex- 
penditure of £142,032,000 was increased 
by supplementary estimates amounting to 
£172,000, making the anticipated total 
£142,204,000. But the sum actually 
issued from the Exchequer was only 
£140,512,000, or less than the anticipated 
total by £1,692,000, and less than the 
Budget estimate by £1,520,000. This 
diminution has been entirely due to 
ascertained and estimated savings in the 
Supply services. The savings are con- 
tributed to in a greater or less degree 
by almost every spending department, 
and considerably more than half of the 
whole, or £963,000, is due to the War 
Office. In order to realise what has 
been the actual total expenditure met 
out of revenue, we must add to the items 
I have mentioned the sum which is 
intercepted from the Exchequer out of the 
proceeds of Customs and Inland Revenue 
and is paid over to the Local Taxation 
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Account. 
over was £9,901,000. 
Committee will see, the total expenditure 
of the year provided from revenue was 
£150,413,000. I lay stress on the words 
“provided from revenue,” because there 
were in addition issues on capital accouut 
amounting to £6,148,000, which I shall 
deal with when I come to speak of the 
national indebtedness. 


REVENUE OF 1905-6. 

Now I turn to the revenue side of the 
account. I will not use more figures than 
I can help; for the moment I simply 
point out that, while there was a diminu- 
tion anticipated in 1905-6 as compared 
with the preceding year of £916,000, the 
actual result was to show an increase over 
the year before of £608,000, and an 
excess over the Estimate for 1905-6 of 
more than £1,500,000. The question 
arises how it is that the revenue has 
exceeded my predecessor s calculations by 
so large an amount. 


INDUSTRIAL AND COMMERCIAL CONDI- 
TIONS IN 1905, 

Let me preface a 
of this side of the account by re- 
minding the Committee that the 
year 1905, as far as the bulk of the 
industry and commerce of this country 
was concerned, was a year of slowly but 
steadily growing prosperity. Our oversea 
trade reached figures which have never 
been paralleled. The exports of British 
and Irish produce, a fallible criterion in 
itself, but capable of real significance 
when it is one of the links in a chain 
of evidence, had a declared value of 
£330,000,000. If we take, as we are now 
accustomed to take, the year 1900 as our 
standard year, the value of the exports 
of British and Irish produce, estimated 
at the prices of that year, would work 
out at £360,000,000, a steady rise in five 
years of over 23 per cent. Entries and 
clearances of vessels, and cargoes of 
foreign trade show a slight increase ; and 
there was a rise in freights estimated at an 
average of about 10 per cent. The goods 
receipts of the principal railways grew by 
1:32 per cent., and the clearances of 
London bankers by 17 per cent. 


brief analysis 


the level of the standard year, 1900, has 

perceptibly improved. The percentage 

of unemployment fell from 6-2 in the 
Mr. Asquith, 
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In 1905-6 the sum so paid | first quarter to 4°9 in the last quarter. 
Thus, as the | This improvement, moreover, was general 
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| throughout almost all the great industries 
of the country, building and coal-mining 
'being the principal exceptions ; and, 
although there were reductions in these 
trades, and no actual general rise in the 
rate of wages, the tendency towards an 


upward movement became decidedly 
marked in the second half of the 
year. So far I have been speak- 


ing of the calendar year 1905; but, 
as the Committee are aware, our 
accounts .include three - fourths of that 
year and the first quarter of 1906. 
I am glad to be able to say that all the 
favourable anticipations have manifested 
themselves with increasing emphasis in 
the new year. That I believe to be the 
main cause of an excess beyond what 
twelve months ago it would have been 
natural or legitimate to anticipate. 


CUSTOMS AND EXCISE. 


Committee look for a 
different items in the 
accounts. First I turn to Customs and 
Excise in Table 2; it is the best index 
‘of the consuming power of the country. 
There was an estimated decrease under 
the head of Customs last year of 
£1,680,000 and in Excise of £550,000. 
The actual decrease in Excise has almost 
exactly tallied with the estimate, there 
being a trifling gain of £30,000, but in 
Customs there is a substantial improve- 
ment, which brings down the actual 
decrease to £1,255,000, a difference to 
the good of £425,000. A principal cause 
of the decrease, estimated and actual, is 
of course the reduction of the tea duty 
from 8d. to 6d. Although as a fact 
worth noting in passing there has been a 
substantial increase in the consumption 
of tea of 10,000,000 Ibs., or nearly 4 
per cent. over that of 1904-5, the yield 
of the duty has fallen, and the net loss to 
the revenue is £1,442,000, the fall having 
been from £8,272,000 to £6,830,000. 


Now let the 
moment at the 


SUGAR. 
The main increase in Customs, apart 
from coal, which shows £180,000, is under 


| the head of sugar, which has exceeded the 
The | 


employment of labour, though still below 


estimate by £465,000. A consider- 
able decline in the yield of the sugar 
duty was anticipated in view of the short 


crop of 1904-5 and a_ consequent 
rise in prices; but in the sugar 
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world it is always the unexpected that 
happens, and the uncertain conditions of 
the industry from climatic and other 
causes are unfortunately made still more 
uncertain by artificial conventions, and, I 
must add, by organised speculation. The 
world’s production, which in 1904-5 
was 9,302,000 tons, rose in 1905-6 to 
11,854,000 tons, the speculation to keep 
up the value broke up in July, and the 
price of 88 per cent. German beet, which 
at the end of December, 1904, was 
14s. 5d. per ewt., fell at the end of 
December, 1905, to 8s. l}d. per ewt. 
The increase of the crop was beyond all 
previous records. The result, I am glad 
to say, has been a steady increase in 
consumption at home, and the yield of 


the duty shows an actual increase over 


1904-5. 


ALCOHOL, 


To what then is the absolute want 
of elasticity in Excise and relative want 
of elasticity in Customs to be ascribed ? 
The question admits of only one answer, 
as disconcerting to a Chancellor of the 
Exchequer as it is welcome, at first sight, 
at any rate, to social reformers—the 
steadily diminishing yield of all the 
duties on aleoholie drinks. If the Com- 
mittee will keep in mind the total income 
under this head, £34,500,000, last year, 


and remember what a large proportion it | 
hears to the whole tax revenue of the | 


country, they will see what a grave 
matter this is from a revenue point of 
view. It will be well to review the facts 
briefly and to show the steadily pro- 
gressive diminution of the duties under 
various heads. First I turn to No. 1, and 
the Committee wil! note as I go along 
that the diminution dates from 1899- 
1900. ‘First, then, wine. The quantity 
retained for home consumption steadily 
rose until 1900, when it was 17,150,000 
gallons, but since then there has 
been an almost continuous fall, until last 
year, 1905-6, the quantity was 11,800,000 
gallons. Secondly, I take foreign and 
colonial spirits, which include, of course, 
rum and brandy. Here the fall has been 
from 9,350,000 gallons in 1899-1900 to 
6,780,000 gallons in 1905-6. Then 
home-made spirits, including whisky and 
gin. Here I find that the quantity of 
proof gallons retained for consumption in 
the United Kingdom in 1899-1900 was 
38,716,000, and in 1905-6 it was 
-32,490,000. Finally, if you take beer, 
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the barrels retained for consumption in 
the United Kingdom in 1899-1900 
numbered 36,500,000, and in 1905-6 they 
were 33,500,000. Meanwhile, of course, 
the population had grown by somewhere 
between 2,000,000 and 3,000,000. Now, 
as I have said, the progressive decline 
under every head becomes serious when, 
as I point out, the receipts under all 
heads show in 1905-6, compared with 
the previous year, 1904-5, a decrease of 
no less than £607,000. We are here in 





face of a change that has affected all 
strata of society ; indeed, the decline in 
the consumption of wine is more marked 
than in that of spirits and beer. ‘To what 
is the change due? Let me say at once 
| [ can trace no causal connection between 
| the decreased consumption and the com- 
| paratively small increase of taxation pro- 
posed in 1900 and continued since. The 
main reason, I hope and believe, can be 
found in the growth of temperance prin- 
i ciples and the increased power of com- 
peting attractions; but I must add for 
myself that I doubt whether it is safe to 
| base any very wide generalisation as to a 
| lasting change of social habits on the 
| experience of six or seven years, which 
have been marked by unprecedently large 
expenditure on a great war, by an enor- 
| mous increase in the burden of taxation, 
and by at any rate a very great curtail- 
ment of spending power of almost every 
class of the community. But, for the 
moment at any rate, no Chancellor of the 
Exchequer can count any longer upon this 
as a source of indefinitely expanding 
revenue. The days in which it used to 
he said we drank ourselves out of the 
Alabama claims are days which are over 
and do not seem likely to return. 


DIRECT TAXATION AND POSTAL SERVICES, 


I proceed to deal very briefly with the 
revenue from direct taxation. It is to 
the yield. from this form of taxation that 
the unexpectedly satisfactory result of 
the year is in the main to be attributed. 
The death duties all but reached the 
estimate of £13,000,000, and show an 
increase in Exchequer receipts of no less 
than £627,000 as compared with the 
previous year. If you add the amount 
intercepted for the relief of local taxa- 
tion you will find that the total result 
produced by this tax in the course of 
the twelve months was no less th an 
£17,336,000. Stamps, which are in some 
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respects a very good criterion of the|ception and earmarking of particular 
volume of trade, have shown considerable | Imperial taxes for local purposes as in its 


elasticity, 


the estimate of £8,000,000 | nature fallacious 


and misleading. It 


having been exceeded by £180,000. | complicates and confuses the national 


This is largely due to the increased 
volume of business on the London Stock 
Exchange. Income tax maintained 


productiveness, the Exchequer receipts | 


were £31,350,000, showing a slight 
increase over those of the preceding 
year. The produce of each penny in 
the pound of this tax has. slightly 
exceeded any figure hitherto recorded. 
Lastly comes the Post Office and Tele- 
graph Services, the largest contributors 
to our gains, yielding between them 
an excess of nearly £500,000 over 
the last Budget estimate and of more 
than £1,000,000 over the receipts of 
the previous year. This is a still more 


satisfactory indication of the general 
progress of business in the country, 
though to some extent it must be 


put down to exceptional causes, such, 
for instance, as the general election, 
which led to a large growth in the 
volume of postal and telegraph business, 
and there has been an extraordinary 
popularity in a new fashion of  cor- 
respondence with which some of us are 
painfully familiar—the picture post-card, 
But, apart from these, there is indication 
of steady growth of receipts over issues 
in Post Office services in the last ten 
years. The average annual surplus for 
the five years 1897-1902 was £3,728,800, 
and for the five years 1902-7 (in- 
cluding the estimate for 1906-7) it works 
out at £4,473,400. It is right to add 
that the expenditure out of Post Office 
votes ten years ago was only 73 per 
cent. of the revenue, but it has now risen 
to 76 per cent. 
LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNTS. 

I must not conclude my survey with- 
out again reminding the Committee that 
the total paid into the Exchequer, that 
is to say, £143,978,000, does not repre- 
sent the whole income collected by the 
State in 1905-6. You must add the 
sums intercepted from Customs, Excise, 
and estate duties and handed over to 


local taxation accounts, amounting to 
£9,901,000, which brings the total 


revenue of the year up to £153,878,000. 


Before I part from this subject I must | 


for myself say emphatically 
regard this procedure of. the 


Mr. Asquith.. 


inter- 


that I) 


accounts, and urgently calls, as do all the 
relations between Imperial and _ local 
taxation, for prompt and thorough review. 


EXCHEQUER 

In accordance with 
my predecessor, which seemed to me 
thoroughly sound, I have devoted the 
surplus revenue, the old Sinking Fund of 
1904-5, to strengthening the Exchequer 
balance by repayment of deficiency 
advances. Thus, the Committee will see 
that £1,414,000 of these advances were 
paid off. We started the financial year 
with a balance of £7,430,000. We close 
the year with a balance of £10,451,000. 
The increase is mainly due to the realised 
surplus of the year which has now become 
the old Sinking Fund of 1905-6—namely, 


BALANCES. 
the intention of 


£3,466,000. To this has tu be added 
the balance of the bullion aeccount— 
£285,000; while we have to deduet 


£584,000, the excess of issues on capital 
account over borrowings during 1905-6, 
and the loss on Exchequer bonds created 
under the Finance Act of 1905, and 
issued at a discount—-namely, £146,000. 
The net growth in the balance for the 
year is thus £3,021,000. 

ESTIMATED 1906-7. 

I pass to 
of the new 


EXPENDITURE OF 

forecast the prospects 
financial year, and here 
T will deal with expenditure _ first. 
The anticipated expenditure on Im- 
perial account for the year 1906-7 is 
£141,786,000—that is a diminution of 
£246,000 on the Budget provision for 
the preceding year. Then we have to 
add £9,835,000, the anticipated contribu- 
tion to local taxation. The two together 
make a total of £151,621,000 for the 
year 1906-7, against a Budget provision 
of £151,788, 000 for 1905-6. A further 


‘estimated expenditure of £6,500,000, 


chargeable against capital, I will reserve 
for later tre atment. I have very little 
to say about this estimated expenditure. 
The estimates are not in any way the 
work of the present Government. Com- 


ing into office, as we did, in the month 


of “December, and much occupied during 
January with the general election, my 
colleagues presiding over the spending 
departments could not, with the best will 
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in the world, do much to recast the 


expenditure of the country. The total 
diminution in the Supply services is 
£311,000. The Supply services were 
estimated, in round figures, to cost for 
this year £111,000,000—a gigantic and, 
in my opinion, an excessive sum. I hope 
and believe, from what I know of the 
intentions and the zeal of my colleagues, 
that, if it is my fortune twelve months 
hence to submit the national accounts 
again, I shall be able to announce, without 
any weakening in the national services, 
a substantial saving under these heads. 


FORECAST OF REVENUE ON BASIS OF 
EXISTING TAXATION. 


I pass now to the estimated revenue of 
1906-7. The expenditure on Imperial 
account to be provided for out of the 
Budget being £141,786,000, I have to 
inquire upon what revenue I can reason- 
ably count on the supposition that 
taxation remains unchanged. First of 
all, | should mention that the present 
financial year is, from the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer’s point of view, a tire- 
some freak of the calendar. April Ist 
last was a Sunday, and March 31st, 1907, 
will be a Sunday ; and thus the year 
will contain fifty-three Sundays instead 
of the normal allowance of fifty-two. 
And, Sir, there is still worse to come 
—from a fiscal point of view. Owing 
to the vagaries of the moon, Easter, 
which came in April this year, will 
next year fall in March, and there will 
consequently be included in the financial 
twelve months two Good Fridays. Iam 
thus compelled to make a more sober 
estimate than I should otherwise do of 
certain important sources of revenue ; 
though against this influence is to be 
reckoned the growth of population, and, 
I hope, an increased spending power of 
the people. I estimate the decrease of 
customs at £245,000. This allows for a 
further fall in the receipts from foreign 
spirits and a reduction in the yield of 
tea, on the assumption that the duty will 
he at 6d. for all the four quarters of the 
year, instead of, as last year, at 8d. for 
the first quarter and at 6d. for the other 
quarters. On the other hand, I estimate 
a slight increase in sugar and tobacco. 
Excise remains practically the same with 
a diminution of £30,000. I should, 
anticipating a diminished consumption 
of alcohol, put it lower still; but in 
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the March quarter the beer duty has 
shown some signs of recovery. I allow for 
a slight decrease in stamps and a slight 
increase in the estate duty and a consider- 
able increase in Post Office and telegraph 
service, £840,000. Therefore, the esti- 


mated revenue for 1906-7 on the 
basis of existing taxation is as 


follows :—Customs, £34,230,000 ; Excise, 
£30,200,000 ; estate duties, £13,200,000 ; 
stamps, £8,150,000 ; land tax, £700,000 ; 


house duty, £1,950,000; property 
and income-tax, £31,500,000—total 
Exchequer receipts from taxation, 


£119,930,000—an increase of £55,000. 
To this must be added :—Post Office, 
£17,500,000; telegraphs, £4,350,000 ; 
Crown lands, £480,000 ; Suez Canal and 
sundry loans, £1,100,000 ; miscellaneous, 
£1,500,000—total Exchequer receipts 
from non-tax revenue, £24,930,000. 
That brings the total Exchequer revenue 
for the vear to £144,860,000, or an 
increase of £882,000 over the Ex- 
chequer receipts of 1905-06. I am now 
in a position to submit to the Committee 
the balance-sheet—not the final one— 
but the balance-sheet on the basis of 
existing taxation. Estimated revenue, 
£144,860,000 ; estimated expenditure, 
£141,786,900 ; estimated surplus for the 
year, £3,074,000. If I deduct from this, 
as I must for safety, at least £400,000 as 
a margin for contingencies, I am left 
with a disposable balance of very nearly 
£2,700,000. What shall I do with it? 


SURVEY OF FINANCIAL SITUATION 
DURING PAST TEN YEARS. 


Before [answer that question, I will ask 
the Committee to take a rather larger 
survey than is usual on these occasions of 
our financial situation. We are in the 
first session of a new Parliament, and in 
the first year of office of a new Govern- 
ment. Let us, before we take any step 
of our own upon the road, realise clearly 
whence we have travelled, where we 
stand, and whither, if we pursue the same 
path, we are going. Our expenditure, 
our indebtedness, our taxation, how does 
each compare with what it was and what 
it ought to be? I make no apology for 
the retrospect upon which I am about to 
enter, and it will not be conceived in any 
polemical spirit. It may take some little 
time, but [ am not without hope that it 
may impress upon the House, as it has 
impressed on me, a much needed lesson. 
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I go back ten years for my starting point. 
The population of the United Kingdom, 
which in the middle of 1896 was 
39,600,000, had risen in the middle of 
1906 to 43,600,000—an increase of 10 
per cent. 
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EXPENDITURE. 


The national expediture on Imperial 
aecount—I exclude from both sides 
the intercepted sums for local taxa- 
tion—was in 1896-7 £101,477,000. For 
the present financial year it is 
£141,786,000—an increase of 39 per cent. 
Of this increase of £40,300,000 as much 
as £21,000,000 is to be put down to the 
Army and the Navy. In 1896-7 the 
numbers voted for the Army were 
156,000, and the cost was £18,270,000. 
In 1906-7 the numbers voted are 204,000 
and the cost is £29,796,000—an increase 
in numbers of over 30 per cent. and in 
cost of over 63 percent. For the Navy, 
the numbers borne in 1896-7 were 91,500, 
and the cost was £22,170,000. In 1906-7 
the numbers are 129,000, and the cost is 
£31,869,000—an increase in numbers of 
41 per cent., and in cost of 43 per cent. 
The Civil Service total cost had increased 
during the same period by over 
£9,000,000, of which more than two- 
thirds must be attributed to education. 
The aggregate expenditure on Class 4 
(educational services) was in 1896-7 a 
little over £10,500,000. In 1906-7 it is 
estimated at nearly £17,000,000 — an 
increase of no less than 60 per cent. By 
far the largest part of the increased ex- 
penditure must be put down to the 
additional provision for elementary 
education in England and Wales, an 
amount which grows automatically, but by 
leaps and bounds, with the growth of the 
school population, but is constantly being 
added to by aid grants and other forms 
of subsidy, and, as the Committee well 
knows, is likely before long to receive 
another enormous contribution from the 
resources of the State. Due allowance 
is to be made, and ought always to be 
made, for the growth not only of popula- 
tion, but of the national demand _ for 
education during the same period. These 
figures appear to me to call for no com- 
ment. They speak with an eloquence 
which needs no rhetorical embroidery. 
In my opinion they make a return to 
more thrifty and economical administra- 
tion the first and paramount duty of the 

- Government. 


Mr, Asquith. 
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DEBT. 


I pass now to a comparison equally 
significant and full of warning between 
the indebtedness of the State as it 
stood ten years ago and as it stands 
to-day. This is a rather long and com- 
plicated chapter, and I must tax the 
patience of the Committee in dealing 
with it. The aggregate gross liabilities 
of the nation—I will explain shortly 
what that phrase means—on March 31st, 
1896, were £652,287,000. On March 31st, 
1906, they had grown to £788,990,000, 
an increase of £136,000,000, or 21 per 
cent. It will be well to keep those 
percentage increases in mind-—population 
10 per cent. ; expenditure 39 per cent ; 


indebtedness 21 per cent. The lia- 
bilities of the nation reached — their 
lowest figure—£635,400,000 it was—-in 


1899 on the eve of the war, and their 
highest for the last thirty-five years, 
£798,400,009, in 1903. There has thus 
been a net reduction in the last three 
years since 1903 of about £9,500,000, of 
which no less than £7,750,000 must be 
set down to the credit of the iast financial 
year, 1905-6. Here is a fact which | 
think we ought all to bear in mind. In 
the thirty years between 1870 and 1899 
the gross national liabilities had been 
reduced by nearly £150,000,000. The 
benefit of the whole of that reduction, 
which occupied the best part of the life- 
time of a generation, has been completely 
wiped out in the last seven years and 
our total capital indebtedness stands to- 
day practically at the same figure as in 
1871. These are facts which speak for 
themselves. Second, and second only, to 
the duty of reducing expenditure, is that 
of making a more adequate provision for 
the reduction of debt. In order to obtain 
the fulfilment of the one we are, as I 
explained, able to do little during the 
present financial year; but towards the 
fulfilment of the other, I am able and I] 
intend to ask the Committee to make 
a substantial contribution. I ask 
the special indulgence of the Com- 
mittee while I endeavour to track my 
way through a jungle of technicalities 
and a forest of figures. Our gross 
National Debt falls, as the Committee is 
aware, into two different categories— 
first, the dead-weight debt, consisting of 
Consols, terminable annuities, and un- 
funded or floating debt, and, secondly, 
| other capital liabilities created of late 
years by various Acts of Parliament and 














289 


The Budget 


incurred for the most part in respect of 


naval and military works. A comparison 
between 1895 and 1906 brings us to the 
following result. The dead-weight debt 
has risen in ten years from £6 £8,000,000 
to £743,000,000, an inerease of 
£95,000,000, of which no less than 
£55,750,000 is due to the growth of 
the unfunded or floating debt. The 
whole increase in the dead-weight debt | 
was caused by the war. The “ other | 
capital liabilities” have risen in ten | 
years from £4,000,000 to £45,770,000- 
that is to say, they have been multiplied 
by something like eleven times. By far | 
the greater part of this increase has taken | 
place in the last five years. 





DEAD-WEIGHT DEBT, 

I should like to make clear a distinction 
between the two classes of debt, not always | 
apprehended outside the House, and some- 
times not even inside. The increase in the 
dead-weight debt—by far the most serious 
increase-——has gone for the most part, as 
is often said, in powder and shot; and 
apart from the Suez Canal shares and 
balances at the Bank there are no 
countervailing assets, with the exception 
course—not an altogether negligible 
exception—of the British Empire which, 
as we realise on Budget nights, has been 
to a large degree built up, defended, and 
developed on borrowed money. Further, 
the provision which Parliament has made 
for the reduction of the principal of the 
dead-weight debt consists since the Act | 
of 1875 of two sinking funds—the old 
sinking fund or the realised surplus of the | 
past year, a mere windfall and creature of | 
accident, and the new sinking fund which | 
represents the balance which remains of 
the fixed charge for the debt after you | 
have paid interest and the cost of | 
management for the year, including | 
principal and interest of the terminable | 
annuities. That is a fairly accurate | 
description of the dead-weight debt. 


of 


OTHER CAPITAL LIABILITIES. 


The “ other capital liabilities,” though | 
small in amount—£45,000,000, compared | | 
with the £743,000,000— have been in- | 
creasing much more rapidly. They stand | 
on quite a different footing. With the 
exception of a small outstanding sum for 
the Russian Dutch loan, they have all 
been created in the last fifteen years by | 
Acts of Parliament for special purposes. | 
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Unlike the dead-weight debt, they are, 
or ought to be, represented by specific 
and tangible assets, telegraphs, railways, 
cables, public buildings, and military and 
naval structures of various kinds and of 
very varying value which are scattered 
over the Empire from Wei-hai-wei to 
Salisbury Plain. Further, Sir, and_ this 
is an even more important distinction— 
every one of these loans has a separate 
sinking fund of its own, and a charge 
not merely for interest but for the re- 


Statement. 


—| demption of principal appears every year 


on the votes of the accounting depart- 
ment or, in the case of the Russian Dutch 
loan and the Cunard agreement, on the 


Fund. In the current 
financiul year we shall vote in the 
| Estimates a sum of nearly £2,000,000— 


1,900,000—towards the repayment of 
capital under these various loans, of which 
about £1,250,000 are charged to the 
These are dis- 
sometimes obscured which 
ought in fairness to be borne in mind. 
There must undoubtedly arise from time 
to time cases of charges which properly 
fall under the head of capital expendi- 
ture for which temporary borrowing is 
legitimate ; but in the main I regard this 
as a most unhappy chapter in the history 


/of our national finance ; and so far as 


the Army and Navy concerned 


are 


/my intention is at the earliest possible 
) moment 
| system, 


to bring it to a close. The 
as it has been developed of 
recent years, has, in my opinion, three 
fundamental vices. In the first place it 
| tends to confuse the distinction between 
| capital and revenue charges. In the 


| next place it inevitably encourages in the 
| spending departments crude, precipitate, 


and wasteful experiments. And in the 
third place (and this is not the least 
important consideration) it draws large 


}items of annual expenditure from any 


effective Parliamentary supervision. — I 
| will not trouble the Committee with any 
detail, but the present 
position as regards this class of debt on 
March 31st, 1906, was this: The amount 
|of capital liabilities under various Acts 
was £51,750,000. The amount paid off 
from first to last was £6,027,000, and 
the amount of capital liability outstand- 
ing, including the Russian Dutch loan, 
was £45,770,000, a net increase during 
the year of £4,106,000. The amounts 
issued during the year under this head 
were, as I have already stated, 
L 
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£6,148,000, which sum was made up| it should as far as possible be made clear. 
of £5,564,000 new borrowings and | It steod on April Ist, 1905, the beginning 
£584,000 paid out of balances. On the | of the financial year, at £755, 072 000. 
other hand, £1,458,000 was repaid by Of this £683 ,439,000 i is funded debt and 
terminable annuities provided on Votes, | capital value of terminable annuities, 
and in addition a sum of £226,630 pro- | and £71,633,000 is unfunded or floating 
vided on Army and Navy Votes for the | debt. The first item has been reduced 
redemption of Exchequer bonds, now in | during the twelve months, mainly by the 
the hands of the National Debt Com- | automatic operation of the annuities, by 
missioners, will in due time be applied | £5,932,000, and the unfunded debt during 


to that purpose. | the same period by analmost exactlysimilar 
| sum, namely, £5,92",000. Thus in the 
LOANS FOR NEW WORKS. | year—and this is not unsatisfactory —the 


‘total amount of dead-weight debt was 
lowered by £11,852,000, “and it now 
ag f ;. | Stands as I have stated at £743,220,000 ; 
and military works are not to be); ; pets, 
AS _ | but the contemporaneous increase which I 
commenced with borrowed money. | : : J 
is ne : * | havealready mentioned inourothercapital 
Future borrowings under the still un- liabilities of £ : 
ee Beene iahilities of £4,106,000 reduces the total 
exhausted powers of the existing Acts) 4... : g . 
diminution of the gross indebtedness of 
are, asa rule, to be confined to the con- : a" cuit 
: f : : _|the State for the year to £7,746,000. 
tinuation and completion of works That j ‘ : 
: “ae . That is the net amount of debt paid off 
already in hand. The proposals both of |), eatin 
the Army and the Navy for the year | “" ’""" 
have been carefully scrutinised from this 
point of view. In the case of the Army, 
which still has a balance of borrowing I must describe with more par- 
power of nearly £6,000,000 the loans for | ticularity the proceedings in the year 
the year will be limited to £1,500,000, | to contract the unwieldy and dangerous 
which will be applied to continuation | bulk of the unfunded or floating debt, 
works, with the possible exception of | which is far and away the most serious 
works of an urgent and unforeseen | factor in our financial situation at this 
character, the necessity for which may | moment. This debt consisted on April Ist, 
become apparent in the course of the | 1905, of three items; the War Loan at 
year. That £1,500,000, once borrowed, | 2} per cent. interest, repayable in 1910, 
will, so far as this service is concerned, £30,000,000 ; Exchequer bonds at 3 per 
close the book. The naval works in| cent., maturing as to £14,000,000 in 
actual progress are on so large a scale | 1905 and as to £6,500,000 in 1907 ; and, 
that their estimated requirements thirdly, Treasury bills at short dates and 
for 1906-7 are about £3,200,000.| bearing varying rates of interest, 
This will bring the Navy within | £21,153,000, bringing out the total of the 
£1,000,000 of its unexhausted funds, | floating debt at °£71,633,000. I ought 
There are a number of similar sums which | to say for the sake of clearness we do not 
fall to be borrowed under other Acts, |include in this enumeration the Exche- 
the most important of which are tele- | quer bonds for £6,000,000 created under 
graphs and the Cunard Agreement. | the Capital Expenditure Act of 1904. 
I cannot at this moment give the precise | They have a Sinking Fund of their own. 
| 


As regards the future, the principle 
has been laid down that new naval 


THE UNFUNDED DEBT. 


figures, but the total for all purposes 
may be taken as £6,500,000. I deduct 
from that the sum of £1,900,000, the | item my predecessor selected for imme- 
amount charged in the Votes for this | diate attack was that of & xchequer bonds, 
— for the repayment of principal, and | lof which £14,000,000 were due to mature 
there will be, therefore, a net addition | ; Tansee ent His plan was to pay 
for the year under this head of capital | oy £4 yoo 000 £ tl I } ys ie 
iahilities of £4,600,000 0 },400, of these vonds and to 
: i ic issue in place of the remainder a new 
series of £10,000,000 at 2? per cent. 
| instead of 3 per cent., which . ere to have 
Now, Sir, I pass to the dead-weight | a currency of ten years, but to be redeem- 
debt, and here again the matter is of | able by annual drawings of £1,000,000. 
some complexity, and it is necessary that | The drawings were provided for by raising 


Mr, Asquith, 


What was done in the year 1905-6 to 
reduce the bulk of floating debt ? The 


REDUCTION OF DEBT IN 1905-6. 
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for the time the annual fixed charge forthe 

Debt from £27,000,000 to £28,000,000, 

and in this way what may be described 

as a new Sinking Fund was brought into | 
existence, specially earmarked for the | 
gradual redemption and extinction at the | 
end of ten years of the £10,000,000. 
The immediate reduction effected by 
this operation in the unfunded debt was | 
the paying off of £4,000,000 out of the | 
£14,000,000 of the then current Ex- | 
chequer bonds. How did my predecessor | 
acquire the funds for that purpose ? First | 
and foremost, he took advantage, quite 
rightly, of a windfall from South Africa— 
whence windfalls do not, as a rule, blow 
in the direction of the Exchequer —to the 
extent of £1,213,000. He then added to 
that the still unemployed new Sinking | 
Fund of 1904 amounting to £2,219,000, 


and for the balance of £568,000 to 
make up the £4,060,000 he drew 
oi the new Sinking Fund for the 
current year. These £10,000,000 of 


new bonds were issued in April, 1905, 
the instalments being spread over six 


months; and, notwithstanding — that 
they bear interest at 2} per cent. 
and every holder must be repaid at par 
at the outside within ten years, the 
average price obtained did not exceed 
£85 13s. 10d. The Committee will 
see that, on the whole, it was a/| 
disappointing — operation. The _ first 
£1,0V0,000 of the bonds was drawn | 


in February, but not acually paid off 
till April 18th, and, therefore, that amount 
tiken from the new Sinking Fund in 
1805--6 cannot be credited to the dis- 
charge of the unfunded debt in that year. 
The Committee will observe that when I 
came into office last December the new 
Sinking Fund for 1905-6 was already 
hypothecated in respect of the payment | 
of the old and the drawing of the new 
Exchequer bonds to the extent of 
£1,568,000. The total amount of the 
new Sinking Fund was £3,449,000. After 
much consideration, I directed that the 
balance, amounting with sundry accretions 
to £1,920,000, should be applied to pay- 
ing off Treasury Bills as they fell due 
during the March quarter. The result 
is that the outstanding Treasury Bills, 
which were at the commencement of the 
financial year £21,133,000, have been 
reduced at its close to £19,213,000. 
The two operations together reduced the 
unfunded debt by £5,920,000, without 
taking into account the £1,000,000 of 
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| that 
| borrowing powers if a sudden emergency 
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new Exchequer bonds paid off during the 
present month. That means a net reduc- 
tion in the capital indebtedness of the 
State for the year of £7,750,000, not 
altogether an unsatisfactory result. We 
have got to go back for nearly ten years 
to find anything like a corresponding 
reduction. But I must add that if there 
is any meaning or force in the considera- 
tions which I have been urging, this is 
not the moment to slacken our efforts. 


Statement. 


THE FUTURE OF THE DEBT. 

The unfunded debt, if we no longer 
include, as I think we ought not, the 
£10,000,000 of Exchequer bonds, still 
amounts to £55,750,000, and this is to 
me a source of the greatest disquietude 
In the first 
place, it must be obvious to everybody 
it would seriously hamper our 


arose for which temporary provision had 
to be made by way of loan. And, 
secondly—and this is a consideration 
which, [ think, is not sufficiently borne 


|in mind by the public at large—it means 


that the Government is competing for 
and locking up funds that might other- 
wise be available for commercial and 
industrial purposes. The speedy contrac- 
tion in this floating debt is, in my opinion, 
a matter of urgent necessity, even if it 
calls for some self-denial on the part of 
the taxpayer. Let me see in what 
resources I can count for the repayment 
Here, again, I have 
to explain a very technical matter. 


EXPIRY OF TERMINABLE ANNUITIES. 


The year 1906 sees the close of two 
sets of terminable annuities set up 
by the National Debt Act, 1883. 
First there are the converted annuities, 
the annual charge for which is £684,000, 
which came to an end in February last ; 
and, secondly, there are the Chancery 
funds annuities, the annual charge for 
which is £2,324,516, in respect of which 
the final payment will be made next 
July. The two together amount to a 
little over £3,000,000 ; but, as there are 
still two quarters, April and July, to be 
paid on account of the Chancery funds 
annuities, the sum of which the State 
will be relieved in the present financial 
year wil! be only £1,846,280. I have 
had to consider whether, in substitution 
for these expiring annuities, I should 


L 3 


~ 








295 The Budget 


set up fresh annuities, and I have come 
to the conclusion not to do so. Termin- 
able annuities are in many ways a 
convenient and useful instrument of Debt 
reduction. They wrap up and disguise 
the process of repayment, and they are 
supposed—though recent experience has 
shown that that is not always the case — 
to be safe from temporary suspension or 
reduction at the hands of a hardly-pressed 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. It is a 
mistake to suppose that the expiry of 
these annuities adds anything to the 
provision for repayment of Debt. As 
long as the fixed charge is not encroached 
on or enlarged, it makes no real difference 
if the balance, after paying interest and 
cost of management, is applied to the 
reduction of Debt, whether it passes 
through the devious channel of terminable 
annuities or whether it goes straight and 
direct into the new Sinking Fund. In 
determining which method you ought to 
adopt, youmust determine what part of the 
capital you are most anxious to attack ; 
and, in view of all the circumstances, 
for reasons which I prefer not to elaborate 
now, | shall leave this annual sum, which 
has been hitherto tied up in annuities, in 
a more liquid form and tree to discharge 
any kind of debt to which it can be 
legally devoted. 
renewal of the annuities is neither to 
increase nor to reduce the total applicable 
to redemption, but simply to give greater 
latitude in its application. 


DEBT FIGURES FOR 1906-7. 


I come now, Sir, to the Debt 
figures for 1906-7—the fixed annual 
charge for Debt. I estimate that, 
after interest and management have 


been paid, there will be a balance on the 
fixed charge amounting to £9,000,000 
available for the reduction of the capital 
of debt. Of this, £3,650,000 will repre- 
sent the capital included in the instal- 
ments payable on the remaining termin- 
able annuities ; £1,000,000, in accordance 
with the arrangement last year, will go to 
the drawing and cancellation of Exchequer 
bonds, and the balance of £4,350,000 
will go to the new Sinking Fund. But this 
happily does not exhaust the matter. 
I explained at the beginning that the 
realised surplus of last year, amounting 
to £3,466,000, which constitutes the old 
Sinking Fund of 1905-6, must by law be 


Mr. Asquith. 
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devoted to the repayment of Debt. There- 
fore, in round figures, the total provision 
for 1906-7 is £12,500,000. But I cannot 
leave out of sight the fact that you have 
to borrow for the present year for capital 
liabilities a sum estimated at £6,500,000, 
against which has been set off the pro- 
vision made in the Votes for the repay- 
ment of similar liabilities of £1,900,000, 
and you are still left with an increase of 
Debt under this head of £4,600,000. In 
my opinion, if we are to do our duty in the 
matter,we must not be content with this. 


PROPOSAL—-ADDITION TO SINKING FUND, 


We must make a substantial addition to 
the provision for debt redemption ; and 
for this purpose I propose first to draw 
on my own surplus, the estimated surplus 
of 1906-7, to the extent of £500,000, and 
to take another £500,000—which will 
bring the additional contribution for the 
year towards the redemption of the Debt 
up to £1,000,000—from a different source. 
What is that source? By the protocol 
of September 7th, 1901, China agreed to 
pay to the aggrieved Powers, of whom 
we were one, an indemnity of 450,000,000 
Haikwan taels, by annual payments, with 
interest at 4 per cent., for thirty-nine 
years from 1902. The British share of 
this was 50,620,545 taels, or £7,593,081, 
being 11} per cent of the total. Of this, 
£1,500,000 goes in settlement of private 
and railway claims, and the free balance 
due to the British Government, payable 
in annual instalments, may be put ap- 
proximately at £6,000,000. There is a 
balance now at the bank, which has never 
yet reached the Exchequer, on this account 
of £359,000 ; and with the further instal- 
ments to come in we may reckon on a 
total of £500,000 from this source for 
1906-7. Having regard to the origin of 
this indemnity and to its history, I see 
no purpose to which this and the succeed- 
ing instalments can be better put than the 
repayment of Debt. The result will be 
that the total provision made during the 
year for the reduction of the dead-weight 
debt will be about £13,500,000, and that 
the reduction in the gross capital liabilities 
of the State ought to amount for the 
year to nearly £9,000,000, a large, but, 
in the circumstances, by no means an 
excessive sum. I must add that the 
modest demand I have made on the 
surplus must have been considerably 
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greater but for the largely fortuitous 
and wholly unforeseen dimensions of 
the old Sinking Fund of 1905-6. 


DISPOSAL OF REMAINDER OF THE SURPLUS. 


Now, Sir, I approach the more agree- 
able, as I am sure it will be the more 
interesting, part of my task. But before 
I deal with taxation, there are two other 
encroachments upon the disposal of the 
surplus which I feel myselt obliged to 
provide. Out of all my colleagues - who 
sit on this bench, if I were asked which 
were the sturdiest and most valiant 
beggars, I should without any hesitation 
divide the prize between two of them— 
the President of the Board of Education 
and the Postmaster-General. There is, 
however, a point of distinction betweer 
them. The Postmaster-General, as i 
have already acknowledged, is a revenue- 
providing instrument. He brings grist 
to the mill. But the President of the 
Board of Education—though there is 
much about him and his oftice which 
appeals to our higher nature—does 
nothing, or less than nothing, to grease 
the financial wheels, unless, indeed, you 
can call the dust of controversy a lubri- 
cant. IT will deal first with his demands. 


NECESSITOUS SCHOOL DISTRICTS, 


He wants in addition to the colossal sum 
which already appears on his Estimates a 
further contribution from the Exchequer 
to meet the special exigencies of certain 
necessitous school districts, of which East 
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and West Ham are the type—districts | 


where you have side by side an exception- 
ally poor population and an exceptionally 
high school rate. The problem is not a 
new one. For some time it has taxed 
the Education Office and knocked at the 
doors of the Treasury. I cannot either 
deny the urgency or resist the justice of 
the demand ; and I propose to devote- 

I will not say to its solution, but, at any 


rate, to its appeasement—the sum of | 


£135,000 out of the surplus. It is clearly 
to be understood that this is a temporary 
grant for the existing year. 

POSTAL REFORMS. 


The case of the Postmaster - General 
is different. He wishes me to sacrifice 


some of the revenue which I should 
otherwise obtain from him for effect- 
ing improvements in the _ service, 
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and giving increased facilities to the 
public. Among the many large and 
beneficent schemes on which his affec. 
tions are set, he agrees to be content in the 
present year with two or three, which I 
must briefly enumerate and describe. 
The first is the revision of the upper scale 
of the parcel post, which I can_ best 
explain by an illustration. A 4ib. parcel 
will continue to be carried as at present 
for 6d., a 5lb. parcel for 6d. instead of 
7d., a 7lb. parcel for 7d. instead of 9d., 
and parcels from 7lb. to Lilb. at a rate of 
Jd. per lb. It is believed that this re- 
duction will be especially beneficial to 
agriculturists, and particularly to those 
who carry on their industry on a small 
scale, and who in consequence of it will 
be able to send consignments of fowls, 
butter, eggs, vegetables, and other 
produce by post at a much easier rate. 
Secondly, we give enlarged postal and 
telegraphic facilities to rural districts, 
securing that each place in the United 
Kingdom shall have save in very 
exceptional cases at least three de- 
liveries a week, and, in case of a guarantee 
being required, where postal telegraph 
or telephone facilities are given, the 
Postmaster-General shall in ordinary 
conditions take two-thirds of the risk. 
Thirdly, we give a reduction of commis- 
sion on postal orders for small amounts. 
The present scale presses very heavily on 
the comparatively poor. The commis- 
sion ou postal orders of 2s. and 2s. 6d. 
will be reduced from 1d. to }d., and on 
orders of 11s. to 15s. inclusive from 1d. 
to ld. At the same time, the com- 
mission on foreign and colonial money 


Statement. 


orders for sums not exceeding £1 
will be reduced from 4d. to 3d. 
There will finally be an enlarge- 
ment of the definition of documents 
transmissible by post at Jd., so as 


to give benefit to purely formal com- 


munications. This will stop a good 
deal of friction between the Post 
Office and the trading community. 


Assuming that the changes in the parcel 
post and postal order rates come into 
force on July 1st and those in the half- 
penny post on October Ist, there will be 
in the current financial year an estimated 
loss of revenue of £105,000. 


RELIEF OF TAXATION. 


I have now got rid of £740,000, and I 
am left, after allowing a margin, with a 
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little less than £2,000,000, which can be 
properly applied towards the relief of 
taxation. Now I think that it will be 
generally agreed that the most urgent 
case either for reduction or repeal is to 
be found amongst those taxes which were 





increased in amount or for the first 
time imposed during the _ period 
of the war. I will revert for a 


moment to my comparison between 1896 
and 1906. I find that additional taxation 
has in the interval been imposed to the 
annual amount of about £23,000,000. 
The income-tax has been raised from &d. 
to ls., the beer and spirits duties have 
been raised respectively by 1s. a barrel 
and 6d. a gallon, tea from 4d. to 6d. per 
lb., unmanufactured tobacco from 2s. 8d. 
to 3s. as regards the raw leaf, and to 
3s. 3d. as regards strips, while new duties 
which were not in existence before the 
war have been imposed on exported coal 
at 1s. a ton and on imported sugar at 
4s, 2d. a ewt. These appear to have 
claims to the first consideration. But it 
is obvious that with the funds at my 
disposal they cannot all receive im- 
mediate or equal relief, and I am 
therefore driven to the difficult and 
invidious task of selection, Let me pass 
them in review. 


THE INCOME-TAX. 


In regard to the income-tax, I do not 
hesitate to associate myself with the 
declarations of more than one of my 
predecessors that an income-tax of a 
uniform rate of ls. inthe pound at a 
time of peace is impossible to justify. 
It is a burden on the trade of the country 
which in the long run affects not only 
profits but wages. It presses with ex- 
cessive and peculiar severity on that 
large class of the community with incomes 


of from £700 to £2,000 a year, who pay | 


in addition their full share of the taxa- 
tion on articles of consumption ; and 
from the point of view of the nation it is 
open to the same objection as the con- 
tinuance at an abnormal figure of the 
floating debt, namely, that it tends to 
destroy, or at any rate to contract, a 
most readily available reserve on which 
the State can draw in a sudden and 
unforeseen emergency. But that reduc- 


tion of the income-tax by a penny means 

in these days a sacrifice of £2,600,000, 

which is more than this year I can afford. 

Although I am not able to give any 
Mr. Asquith. 
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| immediate relief to the income-tax payer 
I propose to take a step which will at 
any rate clear the ground for future 
operations. There are two familiar and, 
in point of justice and economic principle, 
valid objections to the incidence of the 
tax. They are, as every one knows, 
first, that above the limits of exemption 
and abatement it is levied at a uniform 
rate ; and, secondly, that no distinction is 
made between precarious and permanent 
incomes. It appears to me that the 
time has come for a_ searching and 
authoritative inquiry, and at the earliest 
possible moment [| shall ask the House to 
appoint as strong a Select Committee as 
we can get together to undertake the 
task. The reference to the Committee 
will be simply to inquire into the practi- 
eability of graduation and differentiation. 
It is well known, however, that many 
experts in these matters have grave 
doubts as to whether it is possible to 
reconcile graduation with our practice of 
collecting the tax at its source, and as to 
whether the additional yield of a 
graduated tax would be sufficient in 
/ amount to compensate for the worry, cost, 
and irritation which it might involve. 
On the other hand, there is the experience 
of foreign countries and of our selt- 


governing Colonies, who have made 
experiments in that direction and 


apparently are contented with them. I 
express no opinion of my own as to the 
probable results of an inquiry. [ am 
satisfied it ought to be held, and held 
without delay. 


TAXES ON ALCOHOL. 


All the other taxes which I have 
enumerated are taxes on commodities, 
With the extra duty on beer and spirits 
proposed in 1900, and since annually re- 
newed, I do not propose to interfere. In 
my opinion, as [ have already said, it 
has not been an operative cause of the 
diminution of consumption ; if it were, I 
do not feel sure that I should be called 
upon to remove it. The anomalous and 
unsatisfactory condition of the licensing 
duties, of course, does not escape my 
attention ; but I must postpone dealing 
with that until the House has before it 
the licensing legislation which the 
Government proposes to introduce and 
the general relations between local and 
Imperial taxes come up for review. In 
|the meantime, I may mention that | 
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which was attempted, but not carried 
through, last year to facilitate the use of 
alcohol for industrial purposes and to bring 
the growing industry of the manufacture 
of what are called “ basis wines,” which 
are manufactured in the United Kingdom 
and come more or less into competition 
with duty-paid foreign wines, under 
Excise supervision and control, 


THE TOBACCO DUTY. 


A Chancellor of the Exchequer who 
touches the tobacco duty is apt to find, as 
many of my predecessors have found, 
that he has put his hand into a wasps’ 
nest. But there is one change under 
this head which, in view of what took 
place in the last Parliament and of our 
subsequent experience, I feel bound to 
propose without delay. I almost tremble 
to utter, and hon. Members who were 
present in the last House of Commons 
will, I am sure, tremble to hear, the two 
words “leaf” and “ strips.” Heurs and 
days, and even weeks, of embittered con- 
troversy are associated in our memory with 
these simple monosyllables. It wiil be in 
the recollection of all who sat in the 
House in 1904 that my predecessor for 
the first time differentiated between leaf 
and strip tobacco, and proposed an extra 
duty of 3d. per lb. on strips. The ground 
alleged for the alteration was that 
stripping was a process of manufacture, 
and to admit raw leaf and strips at the 
same rate of duty was in effect to dis- 
courage stripping at home and encourage 
itabroad. It was further contended 
that as leaf carries more moisture and 
sand than strips, there was more smokable 
tobacco ina pound of strips than in a 
pound of leaf, and therefore it ought to 
pay a higher duty. A fierce controversy 
ensued, in which my hon. friend who 
sits near me, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and my hon, and learned friend 
the Solicitor-General, took an extremely 
belligerent part, and the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was only able to carry 
through his scheme by consenting to a 
rebate of half the duty, 13d. out of 3d., 
on all strips then in bond. The effective 
duty has ever since been at that rate, 
l}d., as the quantity of strips in bond 
was over 140,000,000 Ibs. weight— 
rather more than two years consumption. 
I am satisfied that little or no revenue 
will ever be derived from the 3d. duty. 
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The curious result, which was predicted 
by both the hon. Gentlemen, has been 
that in two years the stock of leaf in 
bond has considerably more than doubled, 
and that of strips has diminished by half. 
A differential duty is in my _ opinion 
wholly unjustified, being at the same 
time prejudicial to the trade and unfruit- 
ful to the revenue. I propose to reduce 
the duty on strips from 3s. 3d. to 3s. 03d. 
which will leave a difference of a half- 
penny between strips and leaf. Leaf 
will have that advantage, and considering 
the relatively short supply, and that that 
supply cannot be materially increased for 
the purpose of consumption for the best 
part of two years, the existing holders of 
leaf ought to have no difticulty in dis- 
posing of their stocks. The reduction of 
the duty on strips will entail a reduction 
in the scale of drawbacks. I propose 
that the new scale of duties shall come 
into force at once, and the new draw- 
backs three weeks hence, May 21st. I 
do not anticipate in view of the prospect 
in any event of a considerable addition to 
the consumption of tobacco, that this 
charge will involve any appreciable loss 
of revenue. 


? 


“ PERMANENT ” TAXES, 


The duty on sugar and that on ex- 
ported coal were imposed in 1901. 
Although they were no doubt suggested 
by the exigencies of the war, they were 
not put forward by the then Chancellor 
of the Exchequer as mere temporary 
expedients. On the contrary, he in- 
tended, as he said, by means of them to 
widen the basis of taxation, and they 
were to be regarded as taxes of a per- 
manent character. I confess I have 
always looked upon both of them as 
singularly unsuited to that purpose. 
Sugar, which had been admitted free of 
tax for nearly thirty years, may fairly be 
ranked among the necessaries of life, and 
it is, further, raw material for more than 
one important industry. Again, an 
export duty like that upon coal is unique 
in our fiscal system, and it handicaps the 
sritish producer in those foreign markets 
where he is exposed to the keenest com- 
petition. Nor can we forget in this 
connexion—I certainly cannot forget— 
that other duty which was imposed the 
next year with a similar intention. The 
corn-tax of 1902 was, according to the 
avowed purpose of its author, “to form 
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part of the normal taxation of the 
country,” or, as he said again, “ part of 
our permanent system of taxation.” 
This “normal permanent” tax had a 
brief, if eventful, life. The very next 
year, 1903, it was hurried by the 
same Cabinet which presided over _ its 
birth to an early burial-—I see two of the 
principal gravediggers opposite—and | 
over its grave there have ever since | 
stalked strange spectres. With such a 
precedent we need not attach undue 
importance—certainly nothing in the 
nature of constraining sanctity—to the 
similar professions which were made 
about coal and sugar. 








REPEAL OF THE COAL DUTY. 
Now, among these taxes there is one 
which is singled out, not only by the 
pledges and the action of the Liberal | 
Party in the last Parliament, but by its | 
own intrinsic demerits, as an inevitable 
victim to be offered on the altar. Upon 
‘yvhat ground, Sir, is an export duty 
on coal to be defended as a permanent 
part of our system of taxation? The 
suggestion that it has become desir- | 
able to restrict our output—there are 
still people who hold that view—because 
our reserve of potential supply is being 
exhausted, has been emphatically nega- 
tived by the Report of the Royal | 
Commission. They report our available 
resources at 100,000 millions of tons, and 
our annual output at 230,000,000 tons. 
It is said the tax has not injuriously 
affected our exports inasmuch as_ the 
quantity exported, if you include bunker 
coal and coal equivalent of coke and 
patent fuel, has increased from 60,000,000 
tons in 1902, to nearly 66,000,000 tons 
in 1904. But the Royal Commission 
again point to the increase of shipments as | 
largely due to the growth in the export | 
of the very classes of coal, bunker coal 
and coal which costs less than 6s. per ton, | 
which are exempt from the tax. The | 
balance of increase is, I believe, more 
than accounted for by the continued 
demand for the really first-class steam | 
coal of South Wales and gas coal of | 
Durham, in which are natural advantages 
which make our producers practically | 
independant of the tax. It is in regard 
to the low and medium-priced coal, on 
which the margin of profit is smallest, that 
the tax has pressed so heavily on the 
sritish producer. Let me point out to 


Mr. Asquith. 


| 
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the House in this connection that in the 
last ten years the coal production of 
Germany has increased by nearly 60 per 
cent., and in such markets as those of 
France, Holland, and Belgium our 
exports have decreased, while those of 
Germany have been steadily increasing. 
Whatever you may say about the in- 


jurious effects of foreign tariffs on 
British productions and British trade, 


surely we shall all admit that it is the 
height of folly by our own hand, by a 
fiscal arrangement not imposed upon 
us from outside, but voluntarily and 
spontaneously adopted by ourselves, to 
fetter our exporters in the very markets 
where competition is keenest. Nor is it 
to be forgotton that there are other 
interests involved in this tax. Coal is 
practically our only bulky export, and it 
is the chief commodity which supplies us 
with outward freight on a large scale. 
Anything that checks coal export checks 
also the activity and prosperity of our 
shipping trade. I might add other con- 
siderations, but these are more than 
sutlicient to justify what I am about to 
propose—namely, the complete repeal ot 
the export duty on coal. One question 
remains. On what date ought that 
repeal to take effect? The export trade 
in coal is carried on for the most part 
under contracts made in advance to pro- 
vide for periodical delivery over a long 
period of time, in many cases twelve 
months. The susp cion that this tax was 
not likely to have a very protracted life 
has been long in the air, and a large 
proportion of the contracts now running 
stipulate that the foreign purchaser shall 
have the benefit of the remission if and 
when it occurs. I do not propose to 
incur a sacrifice of revenue for the benefit, 
not of our own coal producers, but of 
foreign buyers. The circumstances of 
different districts are not the same, and 
it is not easy to choose a date to give at 
the same time the maximum of benefit 
to the trade and the minimum of loss 
the Exchequer. But after much 
consideration I have resolved to propose 
the repeal of the duty as from November 
Ist next. The to the revenue 
during the financial year I estimate 
at £1,000,000. 


loss 


REDUCTION OF THE TEA DUTY. 
I have still, before I have exhausted 
the whole of the surplus, the best part 
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of £1,000,000 in hand. I think we 
are apt to treat our system of taxation 
too much as if it were divided into 
watertight compartments, as if, from 
the remission of one tax, one class and 
one class only gained, and from the 
remission of another tax another class 
and only that class gained. As a matter 
of fact, we are all parts of one organic 
and related body. 1 one member suffers, 
every other member suffers also. But, 
while that is perfectly true, the claim of 
the consumer, the rank and file of the 
army of industry, to some direct mitiga- 
tion of the added load of recent years is 
clear, both on its own merits and in the 
interest of the State. The sugar duty is, 
for reasons which I have already stated, 
one which I should be glad to deal with ; 
hut it produces over £6,000,000 of 
revenue, and I am not rich enough to 
give it any effectual relief. Tea, which, 
like sugar, has become to the mass of 
our people a prime necessity of life, 
is more happily circumstanced. It is 
true that the duty was reduced last year 
irom 8d. to 6d., but it is still by far 
the highest in proportion to its value of 
all the taxes levied on articles of food 
apart from aleohol. T have had the per- 
centages taken out of taxation on the 
average values of articles charged with 
Customs duty in the year 1905, and they 
work out as follows :—Cocoa, 13 per 
cent. ; coffee, 25 per cent. ; sugar, 30 per 
cent.; tea, 90 per cent. And if you 
take the cheaper qualities of tea the per- 
centage, of course, would be much higher. 
A reduction, however small—and the 
Committee will see that any reduction | 
propose must be small—in the tea duty 
has, as compared with other remissions 
of taxation, several distinct advantages 
of its own. In the first place, tea, being 
an article which does not undergo, as 
tobacco does, after importation, more or 
less elaborate processes of manufacture 
and manipulation, the lowering of the 
tax is not intercepted or delayed, but 
goes almost direct to the consumer. He 
gets the benefit at once, or almost at once, 
cither in a lower price or, what is often 
of greater importance, in an improved 
quality of the article. During the decade 
1890 to 1900, when the duty was at its low- 
est point—namely, 4d.—the annual con- 
sumption increased by 55,000,000 pounds, 
or an average of 5,500,000 pounds a year. 
During the five years, 1901 to 19035, 
when the duty had been raised to 6d., 
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and stood for one year at 8d., the con- 
sumption increased by something over 
9,000,000 pounds, or an average of 
something less than 2,000,000 pounds a 
year, showing a direct relation between 
the duty and the consumption. Again, 
an excessive duty on tea injures the 
producer as well as the consumer, and 
in this case, as I think my predecessor 
pointed out last year, the producer in 
nine cases out of ten is one of our fellow- 
subjects developing in India or Ceylon 
the resources of the British E 
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Empire. 
And, let me add, it is not unsatisfactory 
to be able to show that a small, but at 
least a substantial, reduction on tea is 
posssible without attempting or contem- 
plating any revolutionary change in our 
system of free trade and without re- 
quiring the consumer to submit to a 
more than countervailing sacrifice in a 
new ov added tax upon some other 
necessity of life, such as corn or meat. I 
propose that the duty shall be reduced 
by one penny, from 6d. to 5d., as from 
July Ist of the present year. Reductions 
of, or impositions on, the tea duty have 
been usually reductions or impositions of 
2d. in the pound at a time ; but, apart 
from the fact that I have not the means 
to suggest so large a reduction, let me 
remind the Committee that the duty 
will then stand at a lower figure than 
it has reached for a quarter of a 
century, except during the years from 
1890 to 1900, when it stood at 4d. And 
when account is taken of the almost 
complete displacement in recent years of 
the weaker China tea by the stronger 
Indian and Ceylon teas, the actual burden 
on the consumer with the tax at 5d. will 
probably be as light as, if not lighter 
than, it has ever been before, and [ am 
glad to think chat there is no part of 
the United Kingdom where the relief 
will be more felt than in Ireland. 
The cost of the reduction for the year I 
estimate at £920,000. 


THE FINAL BALANCE SHEET. 


The Committee will now see how my 
surplus has been got rid of. I started with 
£3,074,000. From this has now to be de- 
ducted - Sinking Fund, £500,000 ; neces- 
sitous schools, £135,000; postal and 
telegraph services, £105,000; repeal of the 
coal-taxasfrom November Ist, £1,000,000 ; 
and reduction of the tea duty as from 
July 1st, £920,000—a total of £2,660,000,, 
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leaving a balance for contingencies of | same Act on tobacco of the following 


£414, 000, 


The final balance-sheet which | 


will appear to-morrow in the blank spaces | 


of the return, will show that, 
result of these changes, the estimated 
revenue for the year is reduced by 
£2,025,000, and the estimated expendi- 
ture for the year is increased by £635,000. 
That will be the general result. I have 
only now to offer my most grateful thanks 
to the Committee for the patience with 
which they have listened to a statement 
of unusual, but I hope of not wholly 
unwarrantable, length and complexity. 
I have only one thing more to say. In 
judging of the merits or demerits of this 
Budget the House and the country will 
realise that we only came into office late 
in last year. As | said at the beginning 
of my speech, some of the governing 
factors in the case had already been fixed 
in advance, and, so far as I am personally 
concerned, I had little more than four 
months in which to survey a large tract 
of rough and tangled ground. [| should 
like to see, I hope to see, more attempted 
and more done than I can attempt or do 
this year in the reduction of expenditure, 
in the repayment of debt, and in the 
readjustment of the incidence of taxation. 
But, within the limit of our possibilities, 
I have tried to do whatever I could to 
maintain the national credit and to deal 
out even justice and to preserve the 
balance of proportion between obliga- 
tions and claims. 
be the case, we are able in one and 
the same year to make a relatively 
large step in advance in the repay- 
ment of debt, to free a great industry 
from the hampering load of an un- 
necessary tax, and to give to the com- 
munity of consumers an easier command 
over one of the first necessaries of life, I 
think we may fairly claim to have contri- 
buted a chapter not wholly unworthy to 
take its place in the annals of our national 
finance. 


Alteration of Duty on Stripped To- 
bacco and of Drawbacks on Tobacco. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
That for the increase of three pence per 
pound payable on stripped tobacco under 
section two of The Finance Act, 1904, 
there shall, as from the first day ot May, 
nineteen hundred and six, be substituted 


an increase of one halfpenny per pound ; 


and that the drawbacks allowed by the 
Mr, Asquith. 


as the) 


If, as I hope wiil | 
|our discussion of those proposals. 


description shall, as from the twenty-first 
day of May, nineteen hundred and six, 
be reduced by the substitution for the 
ordinary rate set out in the Table of Rates 
of Drawback in the Schedule to the said 
Act of the rate following (that is to 


say) :— 


3. d, 
In the case of cigars . . thelb 3 1 
2 cigarettes. - ; 0 
3 cut, roll, cake, 
or other manu- 


factured tobacco,, 2g | 
= snuff, not being 
offal snuff . Pe 2 10 
Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of Lon- 
don): It is not, as the Committee is 
aware, usual to enter into any controversy 
with the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


— (Mr, 


immediately after he has made his 
Budget statement. That statement 


always requires and deserves careful con- 
sideration, and it never required and never 
deserved more careful consideration than 
onthe present occasion. Time is required 
in order that the proposals of the Govern- 
ment may receive adequate consideration ; 
and I rise not to discuss in detail the 
proposals of the right hon. Gentleman, 
but to ask him for the second time to-day, 
and in hopes of receiving a more favour- 
able Answer than I received before, what 
course he proposes to take with regard to 
The 
right hon. Gentleman began his speech by 
asking for the indulgence of the 
Committee, as he had to make a statement 
of exceptional length and exceptional com- 
plexity. I have to congratulate the right 
hon. Gentleman upon the extreme 
lucidity with which he developed 
the views which he and _ his friends 
entertain. The excellence of the speech 
which he has just delivered is, indeed, 
no surprise to those who have heard the 
right hon. Gentleman often before in 
this House. We expected no less of 
him; but Iam sure it must have given 
great pleasure and be a subject of con- 
gratulation to those Members of the 
House who have not yet had the oppor- 
tunity of hearing the right hon. Gentle- 


| man on a great and important occasion. 


But the very importance of that speech 
makes it quite obvious that the discussion 
of the subjects with which he dealt can- 


“not be confined toa single night, as he 
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seemed to hint in answer to the Question | 
I addressed to him at Question time. 
Such a proposal has, as far as I know, 
never been made by any Chancellor of , 
the Exchequer before. The invariable 
practice has been to have, on the first 
night of the Budget Resvlutions, a dis- 
cursive, but not usually a very contro- 
versial or a very long debate, it being 
understood that on one of the later 
Resolutions which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will have to move on subse- 
quent days, there shall be, with the 
leave of the Chairman, a_ general 
discussion, not confined within the four 
corners of the Resolution, travelling over 
the whole field of national finance and 
over all the topics raised by the right 
hon. Gentleman. We have only got to 
consider what those topics were. I do 
not mean merely the coal-tax or the 
corn-tax or the various rather contro- 
versial points which the right hon. 
Gentleman made. But consider the 
earlier part of the speech, and the views 
he uttered upon the question of national 
expenditure. He has told the Committee 
that, from henceforth, neither he nor 
his colleagues mean to allow any loan, 
so | understand him, either for naval or 
military works, 


Mr. ASQUITH : New works. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: New naval or 
military works. He said, I think with 
great truth, that there are objections 
to the system under which we have been 
working for the last ten years ; that it 
may possibly have rendered too easy the 
expenditure of money on permanent 
works by the great spending departments. 
But does he not see, and does the Com- 
mittee not see, that there are great and 
corresponding dangers on the other side ; 
and that to ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to find some large sum of 
money for a military or naval work, 
however necessary that work might be, 
and to require the whole of the ex- 
penditure on that work to be found 
within the financial year, is to make it so 
difficult to carry out works, however 
needful, that we may be perfectly 
confident that needful works will be 
neglected ? I am certain that anybody | 
who will impartially survey the financial, 
the military, and the naval history of the 
last thirty years will see that what 
happened under such a system is that a | 


| 
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Government, like the Government of the 
right hon. Gentleman and his friends, 
come in; they promise economy—a very 
good thing, economy—and they carry 
out their promise by starving absolutely 
necessary capital expenditure. Their 
successors come into office, they find 
that these necessary works have been 
neglected, and they are driven, not from 
any love of spending money—that and 
its consequences are always unpopular— 
but from the sheer necessities of the 
situation, to make up the deficiencies of 
their predecessors, and to do by loan 
what can only be done by loan, unless 
you are to upset the whole of the system 
of taxation of the country, and to impose 
sudden burdens on the commercial com- 


Statement. 


‘munity which disturb trade, and which 


in the long run involve a great deal of 
most unnecessary expenditure. The 
mere fact that such a broad declaration 
of policy has been made by the Govern- 
ment itself requires most careful study ; 
and for my part, while I agree with the 
right hon, Gentleman that great sacrifices 
should be made to keep the expenditure 
of the year within the finances of the 
year, it is absurd, in the present condition 
of modern invention, in face of the 
expenditure made by foreign countries on 
borrowed money, for us to expect, if we 
insist on never using borrowed money 
for these purposes, that we shall not 
gravely imperil the national well-being 
under the illusion that we are carrying 
out a scheme of national economy. | 
merely touch very lightly on some of the 
subjects dealt with by the right hon. 
Gentleman. May i ask him whether he 
has made any provision in his Budget 
for the million promised in the Education 


Bill % 


Mr. ASQUITH: Certainly not; the 
Bill would not in any case come into 
operation this year. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then, leaving 
that topic, may I express my surprise that 
to the long and interesting preface which 
the right hon. Gentleman made to his 
proposals for increasing the Sinking Fund, 
there was, as it appeared to me at all 
events, a somewhat lame and impotent 
conclusion ? He told us, and truly, that 
the unfunded debt was a great national 
danger—he used that word, and I am 
not disposed to minimise it, I accept the 
word. He told us that the debt had 
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not only increased, but had reached a 
magnitude that ought to excite our 
greatest concern; he told us that the 
actual amount of money given this year 
for the reduction of debt was, I think, 
£12,000,000, or a sum nearly approaching 
that figure ; then he told us he thought 
that the country ought to make great 
sacrifices to increase that sum, and when 
the great sacrifice was announced it 
turned out to be not more than £500,000. 
I do not say that the right hon. Gentle- 
man is wrong; but had it been my duty 
to make a proposal of such a modest 
character, I do not think I should have 
prefaced it with such an elaborate glorifi- 
cation of the self-sacrificing proposals 
which the House and country were asked 
to accept. 


The right hon. Gentleman touched 
on the tobacco duty, a subject on 
which I feel myself quite incapable 
of either criticising the right hon. Gentle- 
man or enlightening the Committee ; it 
is, as he has suggested, one of the most 
technical in the world, and the most 
unfortunate absence from our debate of 
the late Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will, I am afraid, render us somewhat 
weak in our capacity to deal with 
the proposals of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. I, at least, feel myself quite 
unable to supply the knowledge which 


we have so unhappily lost by my 
right hon. friend’s absence. There 


was one point, however, as the right 
hon. Gentleman is modifying the tobacco 
duties, which I should, like to ask him— 
Does he propose to abolish their protec- 
tive character? If he had left the 
tobacco duty alone, perhaps I should not 
have asked him the question ; but as he 
is modifying it, and as he and his friends 
have just committed the House of Com- 
mons to a very elaborate Resolution on 
the subject, I should like to know 
whether he interprets that Resolution as 
« command of the Administration of 
which he is a member to remove the 
protective character from the tobacco 
duty. I think nobedy would deny that 
that protective element exists; it has 
long existed ; it might well, I think, be 
left alone since it is there. But as the 


House has chosen to pass a Resolution on 

the subject, and as the right hon. Gentle- 

man himself is modifying the duty, I 

suppose that if he leaves the duty alone 

in that particular it is, for some reason 
Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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wholly inexplicable to myself, to be 
regarded as not being affected or touched 
by the Resolution which was passed. He 
will have to give us an explanation on 
this point when he deals with the ques- 
tion again. 


The right hon. Gentleman, following 
in this particular all his _ prede- 
cessors, I think, has given us a long, 
elaborate, and interesting, and I would 
add important, essay upon national ex- 
penditure. My right hon. friend the 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer, I 
remember, did so in his Budget, Lord 
Ritchie did so when he was Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, and Lord St. Aldwyn 
has done it on many occasions in this 
House. I, for my part, am the last 
person to suggest that national expendi- 
ture is not one of the most important 
subjects which can engage the considera- 
tion of the House ; and if the right hon. 
Gentleman sees his way through the 
Estimates of next year to carry out the 
promise which I understood he made just 
now—that is to say, largely to reduce the 
national expenditure without interfering 
with the power either of our Navy or of 
our Army—if he really sees his way to do 
that, I assure him I shall be the first to 
be glad, and certainly no Party considera- 
tion shall prevent me from getting up in 
my place and saying that the right hon. 
Gentleman has done a great service to 
his country. But if he fails to do that, 
if he finds on examination that the enor- 
mous expenditure with which we now 
have to cope is expenditure which is 
necessary unless we are going to effect 
great and dangerous reductions in the 
Army and Navy, then I beg him to con- 
sider that the ten years during which the 
growth of expenditure has occurred are 
ten years in which the condition of our 
Navy and Army has been at the very 
root of our national position in Europe. 


. L do not believe, unless the world forces 


greatly change, unless the interaction of 
great military and naval empires takes 
on a new phase, which we have no right 
to prophesy and which we have no ground 
to expect—I do not believe we can safely 
diminish the effective power either of our 
Army or of our Navy. <And if that be 
so, I greatly fear, when the spending 
departments carry on the annual contro- 
versy with the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, it will be found that, if the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is really to 
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carry out his pledge, it will only be at the 
cost of national interests which are at 
least as important as the national inter- 
ests over which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has to preside. Because, 
though I quite abmit, as everybody 
admits, that a point may be reached in 
national expenditure upon national 
defence which would weaken instead of 
strengthening national defence, I do not 
think we have reached that point, or are 
near it. There was one figure of which 
the right hon. Gentleman reminded the 
House which is eloquent in this matter 
He was complaining of the burden of our 
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National Debt, and said it had now risen | 


to a point at which it had never stood 
since the year 1871. Well, but what was 
the population of this country in 1871, 
what was its wealth in 1871, as compared 
with what it is now? And if without 
murmuring, if without national weakness, 
if without any serious interference with 
trade and industry we bore in 1871 the 
same debt that we bear now, surely it 
shows that our :national finance is not 
in the absolutely deplorable condition 
which the right hon. Gentleman almost 
seems to suggest. I wish him well in 
his endeavour to reduce expenditure, I 
welcome every penny in reduction of 
expenditure which carries with it no 
diminution of national strength. But he 
has a difticult task before him. He knows 
the claims made by Ministers who sit 
near him. Does he, for instance, imagine 
that the claim of the Minister for Educa- 
tion—not the greediest of his colleagues, 
but still a greedy colleague—will not 
increase ? It must increase. Then there 
are all the schemes on which hon. 
Members have been returned to this 
House ; I will not call them dreams, I 


hope they may receive embodiment—but 


all the hopes of social reform, all the 
great schemes for amelioration which 
hon. Members sincerely desire, and which 
they think this Parliament will carry out. 
I do not believe that they can be carried 
out without increasing our expenditure. 
An hon. friend near me mentions pay- 
ment of Members, but I am not going to 
mention that, as I do not wish to strike 
a controversial note at the 
moment. If you look at the source of 
the growth of national indebtedness and 
the increase of national expenditure in 
the last thirty years outside the Army 
and Navy, you will find that all that 
increase, the whole of it, is due to the 
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desire of this House to ameliorate the 
social position and to carry out great 
reforms in this country ; and as that has 
cost money in the past, it will in the 
future, I, for my part, am anxious for 
national economy. Anxious as I am for 
national economy, I cannot bring myself 
to believe in any sanguine spirit that any 
great diminution of national expenditure 
is possible in the immediate future. All 
the forces of political life—not corrupt 
forces, but honest, honourable, and 
patriotic forees—move in the direction 
of increasing and not of diminishing 
expenditure, and when the right hon. 
Gentleman allowed himself more than 
once to sneer at those who consider that 
some widening of the basis of taxation 
has been desirable in the past, may be 
desirable now and will be desirable in 
the future—when he sneers, not in any 
offensive spirit, but still with a confident 
disbelief in this prophecy, I venture to 
say that the time will come, and come 


Statement. 


soon, when the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, probably the right hon. 


Gentleman himself, will have to face the 
claims made upon him by hon. gentlemen 
sitting below the gangway on the Opposi- 
tion side of the House and hon. Gentle- 
men sitting behind him; and he will be 
forced, whether he desires it or not, 
to ask this House to reconsider the 
basis of national taxation which is 
only barely adequate for national 
expenditure at the present time and 
which, inadequate as it will be in the 
future, will render it impossible for the 
holder of the office which he so ably 
fills not to resurvey in a somewhat 
different spirit from that shown to-day the 
whole question of our national finance. 
That is ali I desire to say at the present 
moment as to the substance of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s proposals. All I ask 
him at the present time, is to say what 
arrangements he proposes to make for 
the discussion of the speech which he has 
just delivered, and to make some selection 
of the Resolutions on which the general 
discussion may take place. Of course, we 
shall not resist to-night any proposal or 
any Resolution which is required on 
financial grounds. It is absolutely neces- 
sary, as we quite well know, that certain 
classes of proposals made by the Chan- 
| cellor of the Exchequer should receive 
| the immediate sanction of the Committee, 
_ and whatever is necessary for the purpose 
| I am confident that my hon. friends will 
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give the Government without discussion 
and without dispute, but I hope in 
exchange that the right hon. Gentleman 
will not endeavour unduly to curtail our 
opportunity of debate, or deprive us of the 
opportunity which every Opposition up 
to the present has enjoyed, of thoroughly 
sifting the proposals of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer in his Budget speech. 





Mr. ASQUITH: In at once respond- 
ing to the appeal of the right hon. 
Gentleman, I will say that nothing is 
further from our desire than to curtail the 
opportunity for general debate. I quite 
understand the spirit in which the right 
hon. Gentleman has made his suggestion, 
and I think it has been usual to 
select one of the financial Resolutions 
as the text upon which to hang 
the debate, and the Resolution usually 
selected is, I think, that in regard to the 
income-tax. But it does not very much 
matter which one it is so long as you 
have one upon which a general discussion 
may be relevant. That is all that is 
really wanted, and I would suggest that 
if we can carry Resolutions about the 
taxes—the tobacco duty, the tea duty, 
and the continuance of the duty upon 
beer and foreign spirits—to-night and re- 
serve’ the income-tax for to-morrow that 
may be convenient to all parties. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not wish 
to criticise the right hon. Gentleman too 
severely, but, if 1 remember rightly, last 
year we were allowed three days debate, 
Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday, one 
of which was occupied by the general 
discussion, and the others by debates 
upon specific proposals. I do not agree 
that we should take the tobacco duty 
to-night. 

Mr. ASQUITH: It is necessary. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Oh, it is neces- 
sary ; but I hope I shall not be considered 
as having consented to finish the discussion 
to-morrow; of course, as far as the 
necessary proposals and Resolutions are 
concerned, I quite assent to dealing with 
them to-night, and that the general dis- 
cussion should be taken on the income- 
tax Resolution. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid.) said that every one who had 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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heard the speech of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would recognise that the 
finance of the country was in perfectly 
safe keeping in his hands. Members 
for South Wales in particular were 
pleased with the announcement in 
regard to the complete repeal of the 
coal tax. He wished to make a reserya- 
tion, however, in regard to the retention 
of the tax until the Ist November, It 
was perfectly true that many of the 
contracts, and especially the contracts 
for steam coal, were made at that time 
for the year following, but there were 
other coals to which other considerations 
applied, and without entering into detail 
now he reserved to himself the right, 
as representing the western portion of 
the coalfield of Wales, of bringing before 
the right hon. Gentleman at a_ later 
stage considerations which ought to 
weigh with him as to the difference 
between the various classes of coal. 
So far as the reduction of the tea duty 
was concerned, they were all very pleased 
to hear the announcement which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had made. 
He was personally extremely gratified 
that the right hon. Gentleman had had 
the courage to tackle the question of 
the practicability of the graduation 
and differentiation of the income-tax. 
Many people had been _ preaching 
that some reform in that direction 
ought to have been embarked upon 
long before now, yet no Committee 
had dealt with the matter from 1861 to 
the present time. He was pleased not 
only because the right hon. Gentleman 
had promised to appoint a Committee 
to inquire into the matter, but also 
because he felt that those who desired 
reforms would have a friend in the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. It was the 
fact that in all our colonies except 
Canada the principles of graduation 
and differentiation had been followed, 
and in almost all the countries of 
Europe they were in operation and a 
practical method had been found of 
giving effect to them. He was glad that 
they had now a Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer who was willing to put his hand 
to the plough, and he thought the Select 
Committee would find that the application 
of the principles was practicable, and 
enable the right hon. Gentleman to 
introduce a system of graduation and 
differentiation. Such a_ policy was 
necessary not merely for the purpose of 
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placing the burden upon the shoulders | 
most able to bear it, but for the purpose 
of exonerating those who paid income- 
tax at a very high rate which they 
could ill afford. The principle of differ- 
entiation and graduation was one 
which he was sure would appeal to 
everybody, because it was hard that 
people who had to work very stren- 
uously for their incomes should be 
brought under the same weight of tax- 
ation as those who had incomes prepared 
for them by generations that had gone, 
and which they had inherited in the 
shape of funded property. He was 
sure the vast majority of Members were 
glad that the proposal had been made to 
appoint this Committee immediately. He 
hoped it would at once proceed with its 
labours, and that his right hon. friend 
would have the report and be able to 
make reforms at no distant date. 


*Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington) 
was pleased to hear that an Income-tax 
Committee was to be appointed, as he 
believed there was a large number of 
people in the country at present who 
paid far more income-tax than they 
ought, persons who owned shares on 
whose dividends the income-tax was 
deducted before the dividends were 
paid, and who took no action to get 


hack the money which was due to 
them under the existing law. Another 


instance of that was in reference to 
overdrafts at banks. In many in- 
stances people placed as security with 
their bankers large numbers of shares, 
and they might get as much as 6 
per cent on them. The bank charged | 
an interest of 4 per cent. on the money 
which was lent, and the income-tax was 
always deducted from the dividends 
before they were paid. In that way 
many people paid a considerable 
amount more income-tax than necessary. 
He sincerely trusted that some graduated 
form of income-tax might be arranged | 
in the future. With regard to the coal 
tax, he had found it not a little difficult, 
heing himself interested in the coal 
trade to vote for that tax in past years. | 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Berwick, some years ago, in an interest- | 
ing speech upon this question, showed that 
the incidence of the tax fell upon the 
miners and said it was a remarkable fact | 
that if there was an import tax put on | 
German coal coming to this country, they | 
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would be told on all hands that the tax 
would be paid by the consumer. He con- 
gratulated the right hon. Gentleman upon 
having been able to cancel this tax, and 
he believed that the people in the North 
of England would receive the news with 
great satisfaction. Many Members wished 
to see a tax upon goods imported into: 
this country. He sincerely trusted the 
day would come when we, as a nation, 
should follow the example of many foreign 
countries by putting taxes on foreign 
manufactured goods coming to our shores. 
He believed that that day would come, 


, though perhaps it was some time ahead. 


When it did come we should be able to 
derive a considerable amount of revenue 
from that source. At the present time we 
did not take advantage of our opportuni- 
ties and many of our manufactories were 
in consequence being set up in foreign 
countries. He believed if the Govern- 
ment would appoint a Royal Com- 
mission to consider the subject it would 
he of great advantage to the country. 


*Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
said that, having presented a memorial 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer ask- 
ing for the remission of the duty on 
“Strips,” signed by manufacturers 
throughout the country, he desired to 
express the thanks of the tobacco trade: 
to the Government for the alteration 
made with regard to that duty. He was. 
glad of the change made in the tobacco 
duty, which, he was sure, would greatly 
benefit many struggling tradesmen and 
small manufacturers and avert the ruin 
with which they would have been threat- 
ened if the duty had continued. There 
was another matter to which he wished 
to draw attention. It was very hard 
that people who borrowed money from 
bankers for the purpose of purchasing 
property were not allowed to deduct the 
amount payable as income-tax in respect 
to the interest paid thereon. In the case 
of an ordinary mortgage they could with- 
hold the income-tax on the interest, but 
bankers would not allow it as had been 
suggested by the authorities, because 
they made their profits on the difference 
between the interest at which money was 
advanced and the rate they charged 
their customers. He thought that was a 
grievance to which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer might well address himself and 
thus relieve many borrowers from an im- 
post which they regarded as unjust and 
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unfair, either by departmental action, or 
if necessary by legislation in the Finance 


Bill. 


Stir GEORGE DOUGHTY (Great 
Grimsby) congratulated the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer upon the lucid statement 
he had made to the Committee, and said 
that with the greater part of that state- 
ment he was in agreement. There were, 
however, two points upon which he must 
express an opposite opinion. He regretted 
that the right hon. Gentleman had not 
seen his way to give a larger grant to- 
wards education, which would have been 
most acceptable to the general body of the 
ratepayers of the country. The ratepayers 
had now to bear a much greater burden 
for education than they had ever had_ to 
bear before, and they were distinctly 
told a little while since that a con- 
siderable sum would be given in the 
Budget in relief of secondary education. 
As to the coal tax he was entirely 
opposed to its remission, He thought 
that what was proposed was a great 
mistake and a step backwards. He con- 
sidered that the imposition of the tax 
by the late Government was a broaden- 
ing of the basis of taxation which might 
well be followed by the present Govern- 
ment. ‘The tax was not paid by either 
those who were engaged in getting or 
consuming the coal in this country. It 
was paid entirely by the foreigner, and, 
notwithstanding the tax, there had been 


a very considerable increase in the 
export of coal to various countries 
abroad. The tax could easily have 


been continued and would have produced 
a large amount of revenue. In 1902 the 
total export of coal from this country was 
37,250,000 tons, and that had grown in 
1905 to 48,169,000 tons, an increase of 
some 10,000,000. That was a total in- 
crease of some 22 per cent., and it 
did not look as if the tax pressed hardly 
or heavily on the industry. The amount 
produced by the tax was £1,311,000 
in 1902 and £2,032,000 in 1905, and 
he thought it a strange thing on the part 
of the Government that they should give 
up an income of over £2,000,000 a year 
which was paid by the foreigner and place 
it on the heavily burdened taxpayer of 
this country. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley) offered his heartiest 


congratulations to the Chancellor of the 
Mr, Helme. 
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Exchequer on having in his first Budget 
decided on the total abolition of that 
most unjust tax on coal to which 
reference had just been made by the 


hon. Member for Great Grimsby. He 
was really astonished at the hon. 
Member’s remarks. He could only 
say that he had recently attended 


meetings of coal exporters all over the 
country, and their unanimous opinion 
was that the tax on coal was one of the 
greatest hindrances to one of the greatest 
trades of the country. It had to he 
remembered that the coal trade was one of 
the great industries of the country, and 
that no fewer than 4,000,000 of the people 
were dependent upon it for a livelihood. 
There was no question that in the case 
of Scottish and Durham coal our trade 
with countries such as France and 
Holland had had laid upon it for the first 
time a most serious competition, which, 
he feared, would never be driven out. 
The evil that men did lived after them, 
and though they owed to the Chancellor 
iof the Exchequer their gratitude for 


|having done this act of justice towards 
| the coal trade he feared that they would 
| not for a generation, if ever. recover the 
| ground they had lost in the markets of 
the world through the folly of a British 
Government in putting a tax on one of 
our own industries in a form in which it 
operated actually asa bounty of 1s. a ton 
in favour of foreign producers when 
competing with British producers in cer- 
tain markets of the world. He could 
only say, on behalf of the coal miners and 
the colliery owners and exporters, that 
they recognised that this action on the 
part of the Government in their first 
Budget showed that they were a Govern- 
ment who believed in the equal incidence 
of taxation and that they would not place 
on the coal trade any longer a burden 
that was placed on no other great indus- 
try in the country. Therefore he had 
risen simply to express on behalf of those 
with whom he had been for so long 
associated their gratitude that at last 
this measure of justice had been done to 
this great industry, the future prosperity 
would be enchanced thereby. 





Mr SAMUEL ROBERTS (Shettield, 
Ecclesall) desired to add his congratula- 
tions to those already offered to the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. He had one regret, and he 
believed the right hon. Gentleman had 
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expressed it also, that he was not able to 
give any relief to the income-tax payer. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said very 
truly that one shilling was far too high. 
The income-tax was essentially a war 
tax, and if it were kept at one shilling in 
peace time where was their reserve in 
time of war? They were told by the 
predecessor of the right hon. Gentleman 
last year and the year before, he believed, 
that the income-tax payer should have the 
tirst relief of a surplus, but the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to-day had said he had 
not enough money,as it took £2,600,000 to 
relieve the income-tax payer of a penny 
in the £. He only hoped thav the 
inquiry which was to be set up would 
find some means of relieving the income- 
tax payer even if the right hon. Gentle- 
man had not so much as £2,600,000 
to give away. He quite admitted 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s 
ditficulty. He was sorry to say that the 
right hon. Gentleman was giving a good 
deal away in trifles, and the only 
substantial amounts he was able to give 
were in respect of the coal tax and the tea 
duty. He was not sure that, considering 
that 2d. came offthe tea duty last year, the 
consumers of tea might not have waited 
another year before having further relief, 
although of course they were all glad 
to relieve those who depended so largely 
upon tea. With reference to the coal 
duty he did not share the view of the 
hon. Member for Grimsby. He was glad 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
repealed that duty. The Report of the 
Royal Commission on the Supply of Coal 
showed that they had no need to fear 
that it would run out before something 
like 500 years. One of the main reasons 
why Sir Michael Hicks-Beach put on the 
tax was the limited character of our coal 
supply, and that it was good economy to 
store it up. That reason had entirely 
gone now, the country having no need 
to be under any apprehension on that 
account for many years to come. More- 
over, it would be bad policy to try to 
economise at a time when new inventions 
were coming in every day. If they stored 
that which was of good value now, but 
which might not be in the future, 
it would not be good policy. With 
regard to expenditure the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had given very 
valuable advice, but was it really a 
great expenditure compared with the 
income of the country, which had doubled 
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during the last forty or forty-five years, 
though we were not paying more in 
taxation per head of the population than 
was the case one hundred years ago? 
He hoped the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would be able to give the direct taxpayer, 
especially the income-tax payer, some 
relief next year both on the ground of 
public policy and as a matter of right. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) said 
he would lke to add his congratula- 
tions to those already given to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on his 
very clear and able speech. He should 
also like to associate himself with the 
Leader of the Opposition in regretting 
the absence of the late Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, although he entered into 
office under very serious conditions of ex- 
penditure and accumulations of debt, 
had some compensations. He had first of 
all the falling in of all these terminable 
annuities ; and, secondly, the improved 
conditions of trade, of which, by the way, 
he did not think the right hon. Gentle- 
man had taken full advantage in esti- 
mating his revenue for the coming year. 
The right hon. Gentleman had made a 
very conservative estimate, though, per- 
haps, if he erred at all it should be on 
the side of safety. He had had his hands 
strengthened in that there had been a 
public demand for economy inexpenditure, 
and it was in that direction more than in 
any other that they must look for a diminu- 
tion of that extra burden of taxation which 
was imposed on the country by the late 
Government. He would like to make 
two criticisms on the proposals of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. The first 
was with reference to his reduction of 
taxation. So far as the commodities were 


| concerned the right hon. Gentleman could 


not have done otherwise. The coal tax 
seemed more than any other opposed to 
economic principles, and, with reference 
to the tea duty, seeing that the right 
hon. Gentleman was unable to reduce the 
sugar duty, which would have been even 
more important, being a raw material as 
well as an article of general consumption, 
he thought the mght hon. Gentleman 
was confined to tea. He put to him, how- 
ever, whether it would not have been 
better to have taken 2d. off instead of a 
ld. If he had done that and_post- 
poned its operation it would have 
been very much better. It would have 
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given the consumer a_ better chance 
of participating in the reduction. The 
right hon. Gentleman was to be com- 
mended for his proposal with reference 
to restoring the national credit, which, 
to use a very mild phrase, had been 
somewhat shattered by the proceedings 
of the late Government, not only with 
regard to the growth of ordinary ex- 
penditure, but also with regard to the 
war, and the way in which the late Gov- 
ernment had borrowed for ordinary pur- 
poses of expenditure. Bankers had been 
alarmed and business men disturbed, 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was only expressing the feeling pre- 
valent in all business circles when he 
said that the way in which the State 
had been borrowing recently had handi- 
capped commerce. With regard to the 
method which the Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer had adopted in dealing with | 


terminable annuities which fell out, he 
would beg leave humbly to differ. He at 
once conceded, so far as the reduction 
of debt was concerned, that there was no 
difference at all in the principle which he 
applied. The money in any case went to 
the Sinking Fund, and if they were sure of 
always having a Liberal Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in oftice, he would say that 
the simplest and, therefore, the best 
course was that which the right hon. 
Gentleman had proposed. As it was, 
the right hon. Gentleman had left a 
very wide open door to the next Con- 
servative Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
The history of the terminable annuities 
gave ample evidence that there was a 
great danger in that. If the right hon. 
Gentleman set up other annuities in 
place of those falling out he would 
prevent any successor from reducing the 
Sinking Fund until the termination of the 
annuities set up for, say, another twenty 
years. When they looked back they 
found that the Sinking Fund had in every 


case been reduced by Conservative 
Chancellors of the Exchequer, and 


they had always, with one exception, 
taken the occasion of the falling in 
of those annuities to do something. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer by his 
proposal was really giving the next Con- 
servative Chancellor of the Exchequer an 
opportunity of reducing the contribution 
to the Sinking Fund. That was no 


remote contingency, because in 1890, when 
Sir Michael Hicks-Beach was Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, he anticipated the 


Mr. McCrae. 
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falling out of certain annuities by several 
years and he reduced the contribution to 
the Sinking Fund by £2,000,000. The 
reason he gave for adopting that course 
| was that too large a Sinking Fund was a 
danger to sueceeding Chancellors of the 
Exchequer and he wanted to take away 
the chance of dipping into that source of 
revenue. Lord Goschen took advantage, 
not of the expiry of annuities, but of the 
system that Mr. Childers set up of post- 
poning the payment, and reduced the 
fund by £2,000,000, so that altogether 
the Sinking Fund had been reduced by 
£4,000,000 by Conservative Chancellors 
of the Exchequer whenever they had had 
the opportunity. Therefore there was a 
real danger in this, and while they were 
|delighted that the Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer should make what he ventured 
| to eall adequate provision for the redenip- 
tion of Debt, which would have its effect 
|in the City and upon Consols, he never- 
‘theless wished to point out that if the 
| right hon. Gentleman had set up other 
annuities and bought Consols, say, at 
ninety, he would have been able to make 
a greater reduction of debt in that way. 
|The Chancellor of the Exchequer when 
| dealing with the amount of our national 
| indebtedness had been exceedingly fair to 








his predecessors in office. He had 
shown how the debt had — been 
increased by £136,000,000 and that 


the increase really ought to have been 
more. He had made a simple calcu- 
lation of what the National Debt ought 
to have been to-day had the ordinary 
operation of the Sinking Fund gone on 
uninterrupted either by the war or those 
excessive borrowings for military and 
naval works loans. But for those 
causes the Debt would have stood at 
£584,000,000, and, as the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had told them, it now stocd 
at £789,000,000, so that the National 
Debt to-day was nearly £205,000,000 
more than it ought to have been but for 
the war and those borrowings upon 
military and naval works. Perhaps the 
most serious charge that they chould bring 
against the late administration from a 
financial point of view was that in 1904-5, 
ina year of peace, and not for war pur- 
poses but for ordinary purposes, they 
increased the National Debt by £2,250,000 
sterling. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had made a very adequate provision 
for the Debt, he was laying aside 
£13,500,000, and there would be a net 
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reduction of Debt amounting to some | 
£9,000,000. That was the largest con-| 
tribution that had ever been made to 
the reduction of the Debt, and the Chan- | 
cellor of the Exchequer was to be con- | 
gratulated upon taking this very bold | 
step. He did hope that the right hon. 
Gentleman would direct his attention 
to retrenchment. New Members of the | 
House had a restive feeling because they 
thought that the Government had not 
used the pruning knife as effectively 

they ought to have done. According to 
last year’s expenditure they had saved 
£940,000 on the Army Estimates alone, 
and he thought that they ought to have 
had a proportionate reduction of the Army | 
Estimates for the current year. He | 
realised that the right hon. Gentleman 
had had to face automatic increases in the 
expenditure upon the Army and the Navy 
on account of the policy previously | 
adopted, but if he had looked with a more | 
hopeful eye on the increase of revenue 
which he was likely to receive next 
year he might have given a reduction of 
24. in the £ upon tea. The only 
excuse which he could offer for the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer’s producing such 
a conservative estimate of revenue was | 
that he was looking toa great Budget next 
year, and with the increase in the revenue | 
and a reduction in the expenditure the | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
take the opportunity of doing what he | 
was asked to do by the Leader of the 
Opposition, namely, to broaden the basis 
of taxation—not in the way contemplated 
Dy the hon. Member for Gravesend, but 
hy dealing with land and the licence 
duties and by adopting a progressive | 
scheme fer the reform of local taxation. 


They: ought to do away with = sub- | 
ventions to local authorities that were | 
so wasteful in their operations. It had 


heen estimated that the revenues which 
were intercepted for that purpose 
really meant that the working men put 
£1 into the Imperial Treasury and 
drew 5s. out of the local exchequer. 
He urged the Labour Members to keep 
a watchful eye upon that aspect of taxa- 
tion, Next year he believed the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would have such 
an opportunity of relieving industry from | 
some of the shackles with which it was | 
at present burdened, that he would 
be able to put taxation on a more 
sound and economic basis, and to 
relieve the pressure from the shoulders 
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of those least able to bear. If the 
right hon. Gentleman had such an 





opportunity as Mr. Gladstone had in 1853 
then he would go down to posterity as 
one of the great Chancellors of the 
Exchequer who had adorned the pages 
of history. 


*Mr. J. F MASON (Windsor) said 


| that the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 


left the Committee in considerable doubt 
as to the incidence of the coal tax. If the 
contention that the foreigner paid this 
tax was true, why should they remove it ; 
why not let him go on paying it? If 
on the contrary the producer paid the 
tax, on what grounds could it be con- 
tended that the producer did not also 
pay the tax on imported wheat? The 
conditions as regards competition were 
similar in the two cases, and the economic 
laws governing both cases seemed to be 
identical. If the removal of the coal tax 
could be justified on the plea that it was 
paid by the producer, then the whole 
policy of opposition to the fiscal proposals 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham was entirely with- 


out justification, 


Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) said that as one who had 
taken part in opposing the coal tax upon 
every possible occasion, he would not 
like the debate to close without offering 
a word of congratulation to the Chan- 


_cellor of the Exchequer, both upon his 
/own personal account and on account of 


the thousands of working miners whom 
he had the honour to represent. He was 
glad that the right hon. Gentieman hac 
taken the earliest possible opportunity of 
removing what he had always considered 
was not merely an unjust, but also an 
unfair tax, inasmuch as the miners had 
to pay their full share of all other taxa- 
tion as well. They paid the duty on 
sugar, tea, and tobacco, and many of 
them, he was sorry to say, also paid 

fair share of the duty on beer and spirits. 
Of all other taxation miners paid their 
share, but in addition to that, the export- 
ing districts, one of which he had the 
honour to represent, had had a special 
tax levied upon their particular industry. 
He would ask hon. Members who repre- 
sented the industrial constituencies how 
long they would tolerate a special tax 
upon any particular industry in their 
own division. The coal duty was not 
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a tax that was 
industry of the country, but it affected 
selected areas, namely, the exporting 
areas, which were picked out and penal- 
ised by means of this coal tax. The 
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levied upon the coal | Grimsby had declared that the coal tax 


| 


late Mr. Hanbury, in justifying this tax, | 


called special attention to the fact that 


the miners who would suffer were Radi- | 


cals, and were opposed to the’ policy 


of the Government that imposed the tax. | 


During the General Election the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham had said that the coal tax had 
not realised the expectations of the 
Government that imposed it, and that 
the late Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
if he had remained in office, intended 


to repeal the tax. The hon. Member 
congratulated the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer on the courage he had 
displayed in tackling this question. 


The hon. Member for Great Grimsby 
had called the attention of the Com- 
mittee to the fact that the export of coal 
had increased every year since the tax 
was imposed, and had stated that it was 
impossible for anyone to say that the 
tax had proved injurious to the industry. 
He admitted that the export of coal had 
increased since the tax was imposed, but 
the Committee should remember that 
the rate of development prior to the 
imposition had not been maintained since 
the tax was imposed. For the ten years 
prior to the imposition of the coal tax the 
average annual rate of increase in our 
coal exports was 1,500,000 tons, and 
since the imposition of the tax the rate 
of development had fallen to practically 
only 500,000 tons, so that, with even a 
larger amount of capital employed, and 
with a larger number of workmen, they 
had been unable to keep up the average 
rate of development. He, therefore, 
contended that in addition to its being 
an unjust tax it was one of the most 
ridiculous taxes, from the free 
point of view, it was possible to imagine. 
While he sincerely congratulated his 


trade | 
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was a just tax, but if he had gone a little 


| farther north than Grimsby and stood as 


acandidate in Durham or Northumberland 
they would not have had the honour of 
his presence in that assembly, for not a 
single candidate in Durham or Northum- 
berland had declared himself in favour 
of the continuation of the coal tax. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH (Derby- 
shire, W.) said he wished to join in the 
general chorus of congratulation to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on the 
lucidity and ability of his long and com. 
plicated statement. He rose for the 
purpose of asking two or three questions 
relating to small points in that. state- 
ment. So faras he could judge the right 
hon. Gentleman had taken credit to 
himself and the Government for having 
introduced the principle that no new mili- 
tary or naval works should be undertaken 
on borrowed money with the exception of 
unforeseen expenditure. He understood 
that that principle had been most clearly 
and emphatically laid down by the late 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in recent 
years. In addition to military and naval 
works, there were other matters to which 
allusion might be made in this connection, 
and particularly works under the Tele 
graph Acts. He did not know what the 
policy of the Government would be in 
future. At no distant date there might 
be an extension of the buildings required 
for public offices, and he should like to 
know whether it was intended to carry 
out these undertakings with money voted 
in the Estimates. He did not wish to 
quarrel in any form with what had fallen 


from the right hon, Gentleman with 
reference to the reduction of debt. He 


thought the present Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had fully supported the pro- 
posals which the Jate Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had made with respect to the 


reduction of debt, and he thought the 


right hon. friend on having tackled the | 


question, he regretted that the circum- 
stances of the case were such that the 
tax could not cease forthwith. He was 
also glad that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had seen his way to reduce 


| 


Committee should be thankful that he had 
made a considerable step in that direction. 
The right hon. Gentleman had seemed to 
imply that there might be some doubt as to 
whether he could or could not take some 
of the money coming to the Treasury for 
the Chinese Indemnity, and whether it 


the tea duty by one penny, and in the| could be utilised for the reduction of 


name of the thousands of men whom he 


debt. He himself understood that it had 


had the honour to represent, he thanked | been clearly laid down by the Treasury 
the right hon. Gentleman for what he | that the whole of that indemnity was in 


had done. 


Mr. Fenwick. 


The hon. Member for Great | one form or another to be directed to the 
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repayment of debt. He hoped the 
money would be devoted to that purpose 
when it fell into the hands of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. As to the 
facilities to be placed in the hands of the 
Postmaster-General, he was quite sure 
that they would be of extreme benefit to 
the country. He would remind the 
Committee that facilities which were 
sometimes given by the Post Office for 
the purpose of stimulating business had 
also other consequences. Members of 
the Committee might not look at the 
proposal from the point of view of the | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, because 
undoubtedly, a large number of Gentle- 
men, not only in this House but outside, 
viewed with very great apprehension 
anything like an increase in the number 
of unnecessary advertisements they re- 
ceived by post. He recently received one | 
morning as many as thirty advertise- | 
ments by post, and although that kind of | 
business might be a fruitful source of | 
revenue to the Chancellor of the Ex- | 
chequer, it was an intolerable nuisance 
to the people who were placed under the 
necessity of going through the advertise- | 
ments. The right hon. Gentleman had | 
also stated that it was his intention to | 
appoint a strong Committee to consider | 
the graduation of the income-tax. He | 
should not like to take up an absolutely | 
non-possuinus position on that matter, but | 
he confessed that he viewed with a very | 
great feeling of alarm any attempt which 
might be made to reduce the value of that 
tax, Any recommendations to increase 
the abatements and reductions at present 
allowed ought to be viewed with con 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


siderable apprehension. This matter 
had been considered by many of the 
right hon. Gentlemen's — predecessors, 


and he believed that it would be ex- 
iremely difficult to introduce a system 
of graduation. He hoped that the right 
hon. Gentleman befo:e accepting any 
recommendation of the Committee would 
allow the House a full opportunity of 
discussing the matter. Last year or the | 
year before, after the late Chancellor of | 
the Exchequer had introduced the Bud- 
get, the present Prime Minister remarked | 
that he had omitted the warning on the 
subject of economy which they were 
accustomed to receive from the Chan- | 
cellor of the Exchequer, but not even | 
the greatest advocate of economy | 
would complain of the right hon. Gentle- 
man in that respect this afternoon. He 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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had addressed, and most wisely addressed, 
to the Committee a very strong expression 
of opinion on the administration of the 
Kstimates in the future. He had reminded 
the Committee, as he himself had done on 
previous occasions, that not only Ministers 
of the Crown but the House of Commons 
itself were frequently guilty of rushing 
into the greatest expenditure. Never 
was a warning from a Chancellor 
of the Exchequer more necessary than 
to-day. Within a few weeks of the 
assembling of Parliament a series of 
Resolutions were passed which, if carried 
into effect, would throw a very serious 
burden on the country. He only hoped 
the House of Commons as a whole would 
bear in mind the warning it had received 
from the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and not attempt to force his hand in the 
way of increased expenditure. In con- 
clusion, he wished to offer his congratula- 
tions to the right hon. Gentleman upon his 
excellent statement, and to express his 
sincere regret that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the late Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was unable to be present during the 
Budget statement. 


Statement. 


* Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) 
said he would like, as one long familiar 
with the tea question, as an administrator, 
legislator, and latterly as an agitator, 
to express his dissent from the view 
taken by the hon. Member for the 


Eccleshall Division of Sheffield. He 
was sure that those interested in 
the tea industry would — gratefully 


accept the remission of the ld. on 
the tea duty in the hope that the other 
1d. would be taken off next year. The 
tea duty had two aspects: one as it 
atfected their constituents in this country, 
and the other as it affected their fellow 
subjects, the tea planters in India 
and Ceylon. Nearly 2,000,000 of Indian 
coolies were engaged in cultivating 
1,000,000 acres of tea gardens; and 
when the duty on tea was raised some 
years ago it affected both the tea producers 
in the Kast and tea consumers in this coun- 


try There was no country in the world, 


with the exception of Russia, France and 
Italy, which taxed tea to the same rate 
as we taxed our own tea in this 
country; and he hoped that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would bear 
that in mind next year and take off the 
other ld. He urged this in behalf 
of the producer in India and Ceylon, who 
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had been very hard hit by the increased 
tax and also by the Indian currency 
legislation. The planter paid for his 
labour in silver and sold his tea for gold, 
and now he got fifteen rupees instead of 
eighteen or more for every sovereign. 
it was said that gold prices would so 
appreciate as to redress the balance, but 
they had not done so. He did not 


oppose the currency legislation — of 
the Government of India, which was 


inevitable, but he did say the planter 
was hit all round. He was no agitator 
and was not well represented in the 
House. He hoped the Id. reduction 
would result in a fall in retail prices ; at 
any rate it was a step in the right 
direction, and tea had half of the whole 
amount available for reduction. He 
could not follow those who asked for 2d. 
or nothing, and he did not intend to 
move an Amendment to that effect. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 


Hallam) wished to say a few words 
as to sugar, with the claims of 


which he had a good deal more sympathy 
than with the interests of tea and coal. 
The proposal to get rid of the coal tax left 
him far from enthusiastic, because he 
represented those who were entirely 
consumers and not producers of coal. He 
thought that the claim of tea for a 
remission of taxation stood in an inferior 
position to that of sugar, because tea 
had received a remission last year, and 
the right hon. Gentleman had reminded 
the Committee that the reduction of 
the tea duty to the 6d. limit was 
quite a modern scheme of taxation. 
There was ‘his differentiation between 
tea and sugar, inasmuch as the latter was 
a raw material of many British industries. 
He hoped that the claim of sugar would 
be considered by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in the future, as it constituted 
not only an article of food but was the 
raw material for many British industries. 
It had always seemed strange to him 
that when the duty on sugar was re- 
imposed a few years ago the duty on 
manufactured confectionery imported 
from abroad was at the same rate as 
on the raw material. Why should not 
the same principle have been adopted as 
in the case of tobacco and a higher duty 
imposed on manufactured confectionery, 
and so have given some assistance to the 
manufacturers in this country? It was 
quite true that the Chancellor of the 


Mr. Rees. 


{COMMONS} 
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Exchequer had said that there were 
arithmetical ditticulties in the way of giv- 
ing relief to sugar. The total duty realised 
on sugar last year was £6,180,000. 
If the Chancellor of the Exchequer were to 
knock off a quarter of that sum, it would 
take about £!,500,000 of the right hon. 
Gentlemans surplus. That would make 
the tax 3s. 04d. instead of 4s. 2d. It was 
true that the right hon. Gentleman could 
not at the same time give a reduction on 
tea, but for the reasuns he had ventured 
to give, he submitted the claims of sugar 
were higher than those of tea in the 
present year, and, regretting as he did 
that the coal tax had been removed, he 
considered that the sugar trade and the 
industries dependent upon it should 
have received more consideration, 


*Mr. J. BETHELL (Essex, Romford) 

asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
how he proposed to allocate the sum 
which he had provided for the neces- 
sitous school districts. 


Mr. ASQUITH: The principle upon 
which the Government are proceeding is 
this. In the case of an education 
authority whose expenditure to be met 
by the rate exceeds the produce of a 
ls. 6d. rate, a grant will be made out of 
the Exchequer of three-fourths of the 
excess. Take, for example, West Ham. 
There the expenditure to be met by rates 
in excess of the Is. 6d. rate is 
£63,612, and there will be a special grant 
of £47,709, with the result that the rate 
which is now 29°9 will be reduced to 
219. In East Ham the expenditure in 
excess is £21,916; the special grant of 
three-quarters will be £16,437, with the 
result that the present rate of 29°2 will 
be reduced to 20°8. In Walthamstow 
the excess is £22,000 odd, and the special 
grant of £16,000 will reduce the rate 
from 30°6 to 21:1, At Edmonton the 
excess is £13,000; the grant will be 
£9,700, and the reduction from 33 to 
217. 


Mr. YOUNGER (Ayr Burghs) : Will 


this provision apply to Scotland ? 


Mr. ASQUITH: No, Sir, it does not 
apply to Scotland. 


Mr. YOUNGER: May I ask why 
not ? 
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I was not aware | 


that there was any demand for it from 


Scotland. 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY | 


(Lincolnshire, Horncastle) said he was 
glad to hear the speech which the right 


hon. Gentleman had made, as he con- | 


sidered the proposals which he had 
placed before the House were exceed- 
ingly wise and well considered. There 


was one point to which he should like | 


to call special attention, and that was 
that the right hon. Gentleman 
resisted any temptation to make some 
large and popular reduction of taxation 
and had recognised that one of the sound 
principles of finance was to reduce debt 
as rapidly as possible. He was sorry to 
siy that he remembered that when he 
was first a Member of this House there 
were a certain number of people who 
used to go about the country with long 
faces saying that it was a disastrous 
thing that there were so few Consols left 
upon the market, so that there were 
none available for the investment of trust 
funds. He, however, was one of those 
who considered that it was sound finance 
for the individual, and also for the State, 
that they should pay their way as far as 
they could and refrain from borrowing. 
He thought the country would be an enor- 
mous gainer if there were no Consols at 
all, and he held that the proposal of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to devote a 
portion of his surplus to the reduction of 
debt was one which should receive the 
support of the Committee. Another 
portion of the right hon, Gentleman’s 


speech which he was glad to hear was | 


that in which he said that he intended 
in the future to resist to the uttermost 
of his power loans for naval and military 
works, to be repaid after a certain number 
of years, 
tremely dangerous form of legislation 
and an extremely dangerous way of 
borrowing money. We lived in days 
when events moved very quickly. Fresh 
inventions came out every day and 
science was developing very rapidly. 
It was perfectly obvious, therefore, in 
regard to naval and military works that 


what might be considered extremely | 


necessary in one year might in the 
course of three or four years be absolutely 
useless, He thought, however, that 
there was another object for which 


money could be borrowed for either | 


had | 


He thought that was an ex-| 
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short or long periods. It was another 
of the reasons why the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer should reduce debt, that the 
Government of this country should be 
able to obtain cheap money in connection 
with a certain class of loan. He meant 
those loans which had to be contracted 
either by the State or by local bodies for 
the purpose of ameliorating the social 
condition of the people. It was per- 
fectly impossible that any of the 
schemes for getting the people back 
to the land or for the housing of the 
working classes could be carried out 
unless they obtained cheap money, and 
it was therefore most important that our 
finances should be so regulated that 
money could be obtained at as low a 
rate of interest as possible in order to 
provide for those works. Therefore as 
regarded the question of reducing the 
debt he viewed the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman with the greatest plea- 
sure, and he hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman’s resolve in this respect would 
not during the next year or two be in 
any way weakened. It was a consolation 
to him that the Government obtained 
such a large majority at the last election, 
as he had always considered that a 
Government which had a large majority 
at their back were in a much better 
position to resist any demands which 
might be made upon them by any section 
of their following, and to resist demands 
for large expenditure which would 
seriously hamper the interests of the 
country. It frequently happened in de- 
bates that hon. Members got up and advo- 
cated the reduction of the tea duty, the 
income-tax, and other taxes. They spoke 
very much of the value of economy, and 
what a scandal it was that the country 
should be spending this large amount 
of money. Yet it frequently happened 
that a few days afterwards the same hon. 
Members would be addressing the House 
and advocating some useless expendi- 
ture. He was glad also that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer recognised the 
fact which must be recognised by all 
people who had looked into the finances 


‘of the country, that any tax which was 


imposed was certain to be a tax upon our 
industries here, and would prevent 
the development of industry and the use 
of capital. He had always maintained 
that taxes must have the effect of re- 
ducing employment and reducing the 
amount of capital which could be properly 
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invested to employ men and further the 
industries of the country. The most 
important point of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s speech was the proposal to abolish 
the duty on coal. He, for one, was very 
pleased that it was the intention of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to take this 
step, and he was not surprised that he 
should have done so, because he under- 
stood that during the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s election campaign this was oneof the 
points on which he had distinctly pledged 
himself to his constituents. Although he 
did not think there was a single coal 
miner in his constituency, he was glad that 
the tax was to be removed, as he believed 
that it was a tax upon the producer. 
What had happened was that the miners 
and coal owners in this country paid | 
the tax andthe foreigners who bought 
the coal paid exactly the same price for 
the coal as if the tax had _ not 
been imposed. He had always thought 
the tax fell upon the producers in this 
country, and therefore he was glad that 
the right hon. Gentleman proposed to | 
abclish it, because it showed that we had | 
now a Chancellor of the Exchequer who | 
had a clear idea of the incidence of taxa- 
tion. With regard to the small changes | 
the right hon, Gentleman was going to 
make in the postal arrangements, he 
understood that he now proposed to 
deliver letters at every place in the | 


{COMMONS} 





United Kingdom three times a week. | 
He was afraid the right hon. Gentleman | 


would find some difficulty in carrying 
out that proposal, but he should yote for 
it because, although it might entail some 


loss to the Exchequer, he thought it was | 


only right that people who lived in out of 
the way places and who only had one 
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noon. If the right hon. Gentleman would 
look into this matter and argue it out with 
the Postmaster-General, he would find 
that in many rural districts there were two 
or three deliveries in the day, which must 
cost money and which the people in the 
district did not consider of any use. 
If the right hon. Gentleman could reduce 
those deliveries to one and spend the 
money saved in giving more deliveries 
to those people who received only one 
post a week, he would be responsible 
for a very great reform. With regard 
to the proposed reduction of 1d. per lh. 
on tea, he believed that the people who 
got the worst and most unfair treatment 
in this respect were the poorest of the 
population—the people who bought theit 
tea in very small quantities. A man who 
was able to buy his tea by the chest or 
in large quantities could usually insist 
on being treated fairly by the tea dealer. 
The question he desired to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman was, would this penny 
only benetit the seller, or did the right 
hon. Gentleman think that by this reduc- 
tion of the duty he was going to reduce 
the price of tea to those who could only 
purchase tea in small quantities ? 

Or 


Mr. ASQUITH: the 


quality. 


improve 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY 
was doubtful whether the reduction 
would achieve either of those results, in 
which, case the right hon. Gentleman 
would have done far better by leaving the 


/duty alone until he could give a reduc- 


delivery a week should be brought into | 


closer touch with civilisation. 


Gentleman to urge on the Postmaster- 


At the | 


same time he would like the right hon. | 


General the desirability of inquiring into | 


the question of the service of 


rural | 


districts where there were two or three | 


posts a day. In his opinion the second 


post was one of the curses of civilisation. | 


There should be a delivery as early as 
possible in the morning, and the post 
should leave as late as possible at night. 
The majority of the people inthe rural | 
districts felt that when they had received 
their morning’s delivery, they should he | 
done and finished with letters for the day | 
and that they should not receive a post at | 
two o'clock or five o’clock in the after- | 
Lord Willoughby de Eveshy. 


tion which would benefit these 
persons. In conclusion, with these ex- 
ceptions he could only repeat what 
he had said before, that he believed 
the wise and sound policy of steadily 
reducing the debt of this country 
and at the same time attempting to 
reduce the taxes would be the policy 
of the right hon, Gentleman, who 
would not allow himself to be made a 
party to any great expenditure which 
would lead to heavy taxation being 
levied which, though it was levied upon 


por yy 


_the rich alone, must in the long run react 


/on the commerce and the producers ot 


this country. 


Mr. C. PRICE (Edinburgh, Central) 
congratulated the Chancellor of the Ex- 
cheyuer upon his Budget, which he 
thought was the first honest Budget for 
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of the Exchequer last year, which was 
absolutely dishonest and misleading in 
many respects. 
hon. Gentleman had not seen his way to do 
something to alter the conditions of the 
floating debt of the country. In his opin- 
ion it would have been a good thing if that 
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many years, and differed in that respect | Gentleman had made a wise selection. 
from that introduced by the ex-Chancellor | On the right hon. Gentleman’s own show- 


| 


He was sorry the right | 


| necessitated by the tax. 
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ing the result of the arrangements made 
after the imposition of the tax had 
been that the foreigner who bought the 
coal had practically paid the extra price 
He understood 


_ the right hon. Gentleman to say, however, 


could have been solidified and added to | 


the National Debt. Owing to there being 
so much floating debt it was difficult to 
understand what really was the condition 
of the debt of the country. He was glad, 
however, that the amount earmarked for 
the reduction of debt was to be increased. 
He was exceedingly sorry that the right 
hon. Gentleman had not made the 
reduction on tea 2d. instead of Id., 
because that would have benefited the 
consumer, and he was perfectly certain 
that the consumers would not get the 
benefit of the reduction proposed. He 
strongly urged that before the Budget was 
carried through this reduction should be 
made 2d., because everyone who had 
anything to do with the increase and 
reduction of the price of eatables knew 
that these small reductions did not 
henetit the consumers in any degree. 


COLONEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) thought the position 
most Members on the Unionist side took 
up was not that the proposals of the 
Budget were bad bat that possibly they 
might have been better. He regretted 
to hear the hon. Member for Central 
Edinburgh say the Budget of the ex- 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was dis- 
honest. It was not the fact, and he 
thought it very offensive on the part of 
the hon, Member to have applied such a 
term to his right hon. friend the late 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. What the 
Committee had now to consider was 
whether the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had made the 
best use of his surplus. He should be sorry 
to think that he had made the worst use 
of it, but he was not sure he had made the 
hest use of it. Greater experts than he 
doubted whether the reduction of 1d. on 
tea would benetit the poorest classes, and 
that being so he would like to have 
seen a better test of the good intentions 
of the right hon. Gentleman. As to the 
abolition of the tax on exported coal, he 
was not quite sure that the right hon 


that this tax did press rather hardly 
upon a type of coal that was not of the 
best ; but at the same time he laid it 
down very clearly that this tax did not 
in any way interfere with the export of 
the best coal, of which this country had 
a monopoly. If it was true that foreign 
consumers must buy this best type of coal, 
and if it was allowed that our store of coal, 
though very large, was to a certain extent 
the life blood of the mining interest of 
this country—if all that was true, would 
it not have been better to have retained 
the tax and to have applied the amount 
of income received from it to the reduc- 
tion of some other tax which would be 
better for the well-being of the people 
of this country, who had a right to look 
for every remission when there was any 
money to spare? He remembered many 
years ago the present Lord Goschen 
laying down the proposition that the 
first duty of a Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer ought to be to consider how 
he could, as far as possible, broaden the 
basis of taxation and increase the sources 
of revenue rather than dry up altogether 
any of the present sources. He argued 
that although they might reduce a certain 
tax they should not get rid of it al- 


together, because by keeping open 
numerous sources taxation would be 
fairer. In his Budget statement the right 


hon. Gentleman appeared to have lost 
sight of the importance of not drying up 
any source of taxation, and to that extent 
he had departed from the wise principle 
laid down by Lord Goschen. The effect 
of the abolition of the coal tax would be 
to take money out of the pockets of the 
people in this country to relieve their 
foreign rivals of a slight contribution to 
our revenue, and it would also narrow 
instead of broaden the basis of taxation. 
He should have thought that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would have 
recognised that the income - tax had 
a greater claim to a reduction than 
a proposal to narrow the basis of 
taxation. He did not think the right 
hon, Gentleman had made the best use of 


his surplus, and while hon. Members 
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had spoken with gratitude of the assist- 
ance given to the coal-mining in- 
dustry he had not heard a word of regret 
that the agricultural industry was not to 
get the slightest benefit or help. The 
great blessings which according to the 
Prime Minister were to accrue to agricul- 
tural districts, and which figured so largely 
in the Prime Minister’s election address, 
were not advanced by a single inch under 
this Budget. It would have been a 
far wiser policy if a portion of the surplus 
had been devoted to carrying out some 
of the promises made by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite during the election. He was 
not quite clear whether the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer intended to advance 
loans to local authorities at a lower 
rate of interest. If so, he agreed that 
that would be a benefit to certain rural 
developments which they would all like 
to see carried out. Had the right hon. 
Gentleman held out any promise that 
such would be the case? If so, he would 
like to know to what extent the rate of 
interest would be lowered. He would re- 
serve any further criticisms upon details, 
and in conclusion he desired to say that 
he did not think that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had made the best use 
of his opportunities, for he might have 
made a wiser selection for the remission 
of taxation. At any rate he could not 
promise the right hon. Gentleman much 
gratitude or many expressions of satisfac- 
tion on behalf of the large agricultural 
and rural districts which would be afiected 
by the Budget. 


*Mr. HOLDEN (Lancashire, Hey wood) 
said he was not directly interested in tea, 
sugar, or coal, but he was interested in 
the general financial position of the coun- 
try, and he would like to deal with that 
in his maiden speech. He had followed 
closely the figures of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, and as he was somewhat 
of a pessimist with regard to them, he 
was not very sanguine as to a future 
revenue. He was also pessimistic about 
the estimated expenditure which the 
right hon. Gentleman had estimated at 
£246,000 less than last year. The ques- 
tion arose whether this decrease was an 
actual retrenchment or an_ actual 
economy. He did not think it was either. 
In the Navy Estimates in 1904, the stock 
of Naval stores was £4,188,000, in 1905 
£4,600,000 and in 1906 £4,700,000. In 

Colonel Kenyon-Sluney. 
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fallen to £4,000,000, showing clearly 
that they were working out of stock, 
That was not real retrenchment, 
and he urged on the right hon. Gentle- 
man the necessity of watching these 
stock accounts, because it was on 
the cordite stock account the last 
Liberal Government fell. It would be 
a very good thing if he ordered a 
general stock-taking for the whole 
country, not only as to quantity, but as 
to quality, so that he might commence 
on solid ground. They had heard that 
it was absolutely necessary that the un- 
funded debt should be reduced as quickly 
as possible. If that was a dangerous 
debt because it was payable at short 
dates, then they must also consider that 
the debts which were incurred by the 
National Debt Commissioners: and the 
Postmaster-General would also be danger- 
ous debts under certain circumstances, 
That liability amounted to £150,000,000, 
against which they were told that this 
country held £100,000,000 Consols and 
other stocks, and £50,000,000 annuities. 
But before accepting this as satisfactory 
they wanted to know the market price of 
the stocks held against the Post Oftice 
debt. In 1898 the surplus market value 
of those stocks was £11,000,000, but in 
1903 there was a deficiency on this 
account of £11,000,000. The last Parlia- 
ment passed an Act that the Postmaster- 
General should be relieved from the 
statutory obligation of publishing a 
balance sheet on the ground that it would 
be misleading. It would certainly be mis- 
leading if the stocks were not entered at 
their market value. If there was a de- 
ficiency in this account, and the nation was 
responsible for it, they ought to know 
what it was. He sincerely hoped the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would not 
continue the style of finance adopted by 
the late Government, and would not take 
advantage of the Act permitting him 
a balance sheet. On the 
contrary he begged of him to commence 
his financial career by making provision 
for this deficiency, and by publishing the 
balance sheet redeem the character of the 
House for sound finance. He was pleased 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was keeping liquid a_ portion of 
the annuities. If he would take out 
of these annuities £1,000,000 sterling 


per annum and create a Sinking Fund 
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until it was equal to the deficiency, 
he would then place the savings 
bank business on a sound foundation. 
He would also render great service to the 
country if he would invest that Sinking 
Fund in gold as opportunities presented 
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said the country was oppressed by the load 
under which it staggered, and the Com- 
mittee were also invited by the right hon. 
and gallant Memberfor the Newport Divi- 
sion of Shropshire to look at the question 
_from the point of view of the broadening 





themselves, so that at the end of ten years | of the basis of taxation. He would 
there would be a gold reserve to meet | venture to suggest two or three sources 
liabilities. The transactions which took | of income that were open to the Chan- 
place at all our commercial exchanges | cellor of the Exchequer without in any 
amounted to about £15,000,000,000 per | way broadening the basis of taxation. 
annum, by the exchange of pieces of paper, | One of those sources was hinted at by 
whether bills or cheques—all received on | the last speaker. He referred to the 
the understanding that they were payable | question of banking, and he ventured to 
in gold. If the Chancellor of the | suggest that as municipalities had found 
Exchequer would take the opportunity of | it necessary on various occasions to get 
putting the deficiency right, and of | out of the hands of the financiers and the 
creating a reserve of gold amounting to} money-lenders, it would be for the 
£10,000,000 sterling to meet the general | general good of the country if the State 
indebtedness in case of necessity, he would | took over the business of banking and 
earn the gratitude of the whole of the used the profits on behalf of the whole 
financial community of this country. community. He would like to suggest 
| that if they could get a Chancellor of the 

| Exchequer with imagination enough he 

*Mr. WARDLE (Stockport) said he was | would find in the income which might be 

not, like the last speaker, a pessimist with derived from the nationalisation of the 
regard to the progress of this country on | railways of this country an enormous 
its financial side. He was interested,as was | fund which might be used for the pur- 
every Member of the Committee, in the | poses of old age pensions and various 
comparisons drawn bythe Chancellorof the | other social reforms. In thirty years 
Exchequer between population and expen- | every penny subscribed by the share- 
diture, but there were one or two other | holders of the railways of this country 
comparisons which he would have liked | had been paid back, and they still 
the right hon. Gentleman to have given, | owned the original amount and a large 
but which, whether purposely or not he | sum of watered capital besides. The in- 
did notknow, werecertainly withheld from | come of the shareholders amounted to 
the Committee. There was the question of -£40,000,000 a year. In Germany 
the income of the country,and the growing | about £22,000,000 was provided by 
wealth of the country. While the expendi- | the railways for the relief of taxation, to 
ture had increased by 39 per cent. and the | the general advantage of the State. 
population by 10 per cent., he thought it| So that when hon. Members said they 
would be found that notwithstanding all must either broaden the basis of taxation 
the money that was wasted during the | or find other sources of income, he told 
South African war, the wealth of the | them there were other sources waiting 
country had been increasing by at the moment to be tapped, and it 
£200,000,000 per year, and that there-| seemed that what was wanted was 
fore the country was not in the | sufficient imagination in some Chancellor 
had position some people would have of the Exchequer to convert the great 
them believe. Undoubtedly there would | railways in this country to the public 
come from the benches below the gangway | use. Of course, there would be other 
demands for increased expenditure in | subsidiary advantages, but in the main it 
certain directions on behalf of social | would be a nucleus from which a fund 
reform. One of the demands—that for | could be formed to provide for matters of 
old age pensions-—would be pressed most | social reform. A great deal had been 
strongly. They had been told time after | heard about another matter, namely, 
time that the money for these things | mining rents and royalties. He thought 
could not be raised, and they were invited | the Chancellor of the Exchequer when 
by the noble Lord who had spoken a short | looking about for new sources of income 
time ago to resist every demand for in- | might put a tax on these rents and 
creased expenditure. The noble Lord had | royalties, and the sooner he did so the 
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sooner would the pledges which candi 
dates gave during the general election be 
fulfilled. It seemed to him that more 
advantage would have been conferred on 


the community by taking the tax off 


sugar instead of by reducing the tax 
on tea. Sugar was the raw material 
of certain industries and it was far more 
important that it should be free from 
taxation than that a penny should be 
taken off the teaduty. On the whole he 
did not think they could have expected 
more from the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer who had only been four months 
in office. He hoped that before this 
Parliament had finished its course some 
of the greater questions which he had 
referred to would be tackled, and that 
something would be done in the way 
of social reform. 


Mr. W. H. LEVER (Cheshire, Wirral) 
congratulated the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer on his proposals, especially 


in regard to the reduction of the 
National Debt. In his opinion, the 


nationalisation of the railways would 
result in a loss of revenue to the 
State, though it would certainly 
benefit the shareholders. He did not 
helieve that money for an old age pension 
scheme could be obtained by that means. 
He would rather advocate the nationalisa- 
tion of canals, and the providing of im- 
proved facilities for motor traftic. If that 
were done the rates for the carriage of 
goods would fall. and anyone who wished 
to buy railway stock ten years afterwards 
would not have to pay the price which the 
Government would have to pay for the 
railways if they were bought by the State 
now. There were other sources from 
which income might be derived. There 
was a strong desire that the pledges which 
had been given with regard to old age 
pensions should be redeemed. He re- 
joiced that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had promised an inquiry into 


the question of the graduation of 
the income-tax. Reference had been 


me 


made by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to the difficulties which were 
said to prevail in regard to the graduation 
of the income-tax, and one speaker who 
had taken part in the debate had said that 
it was perfectly impossible. He himself 
agreed that discrimination should be made 
between incomes which were derived from 
investments and those which came from 
daily toil, either by the hand or the head. 


M. Wardle. 
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They should differentiate between the 
incomes from investments which sur- 
vived the death of the owners, 
and incomes which ceased with the 
death of the wage-earner. He ventured 
to say that if they would combine 
these two principles they would have 
a basis of taxation which would he 
perfectly fair to all classes of the com- 
munity. By having a graduated income- 
tax and collecting it at the source and 
by doing away with the system of 
rebates that now existed, it would be 
possible to collect on the highest scale 
from wealthy companies making the 
largest profits, and in that way they 
would make a distinction between the 
wage-earners and the dividend receivers. 
It would work out in this way. Sup- 
posing a person had an investment in a 
large corporation, although his income 
might be below the amount ordinarily 
assessable, he would pay on that income 
on the highest scale because he enjoyed 
all the security which the large corpora- 
tion gave, and the high rate of dividend 
which it paid. He did not think there 
was any other system on which a gradu- 
ated income-tax would be available for 
the purpose of producing any considerable 
increase of revenue. If they had a 
graduation of the income-tax he thought 
they should commence with a tax of 2d. on 
incomes of £1 a week and tax the wealthy 
on the highest scale. They would then 
get sufficient money not only for old-age 
pensions, but also for other social reforms. 
He was confident that those who contri- 
buted on the larger scale would be doing 
no more than bare justice, and they 
would be performing an_ obligation 
resting upon them. 


*Mr. CARLILE (Hertfordshire, St. 
Albans) said that earlier in the debate 
reference was made to the fact that some 
foreign countries hada graduated income- 
tax. He knew that the effect of a 
graduated income-tax in Switzerland was 
that people who possessed incomes ap- 
proaching large proportions lived out of 
the country for the whole of the year 
except eighty-nine days, and their 
incomes were spent in Italy and elsewhere 
instead of in their own country. That 
did not make for the welfare of the coun- 
try. Ifasystem of graduated income-tax 
was introduced, legitimate methods of 
evading payment would be devised 
which it was not now worth while to adopt. 
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He trusted that if a graduated income- 
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tax were introduced it would be in such | Nuneaton) said that the hon. Member 


away that capital would not be driven | 


out of the country, and that a premium 
would not be put on evasion. As to the 


tea duty he had hoped that if a reduction | 


was to be made, the whole system of 
levying the duty would be altered. 
It seemed to him to be an appalling 
thing that the duty on tea 
which was the luxury of the working 
man should be equal to 330 per cent. of 
its value, while those who bought a 3s. 
tea only paid 14 per cent. on its value. 
Why should not the right hon, Gentle- 
man impose an ad valorem duty on tea! 
Of course there were difficulties in intro- 
ducing an ad valorem duty, but these 
should be faced rather than continue the 
present rotten system. 
that it would involve the engagement of 
a staff of experts, but he should say that 
if the Chancellor of the Exchequer could 
afford take off a penny from the tea- 
tax, h (might engage a staff which could 
provide a better principle of charging the 
duty than at present. In the main he 
did not think that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was likely to be hardly dealt 
with by hon. Members on the Opposition 
side of the House. It seemed to him that 
in many ways this was a most excellent 
3udget. He was sure that on 
Opposition side of the House it would not 
he criticised in the disgraceful manner in 
which an hon. Gentleman on the Liberal 
Senches had described the Budget of 
the late Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
Members of the Opposition were 
not in the habit of using the sort of 


dust | 


He dared say | 


the | 


epithets which an hon. Member on 
the Liberal Benches had employed in the | 


absence of the late Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer in regard to a Budget which was 
one of the best and most intelligent ever 
placed before the country, and which was 
received with admiration by the whole 
country. He ventured to say that 
the Budget statement of the 
hon. Member for East Fife would receive 


right | 


more considerate treatment at the hands | 
of the Opposition, and he thought that 


they might consider it as in the main a} 


satisfactory statement. It was a great 


consolation to them that the handsome | 


surplus placed at the disposal of the right 
hon. Gentleman was largely the result of 
the excellent conduct of public affairs by 
the late Government. | 


for St. Albans had argued strongly 
against a graduated income-tax, contend- 
ing that it would not work out properly. 
But directly afterwards he had said that 
the poor man’s tea dust should be taxed 
more lightly than the rich man’s tea which 
cost 3s. or 4s. a pound, That was a 
graduated tea-tax ; and if the poor man 
was let off on account of his tea, why not 
on account of his income? The hon. 
Gentleman could not argue logically for 
a graduated tax on tea and against 
a graduated income-tax. He was glad 
that the coal duty was to be abolished, 
because he knew that it had reduced the 
wages of miners throughout the country, 
and that it was one of the most grievous 
burdens that trade had had to bear.. He 
would suggest to the hon. Member who 
objected to the removal of the coal duty 
to go down to South Wales, to Durham, 
and to Scotland, where he would be told 
that the coal-tax had interfered with the 
trade of the country, and that many con- 
tracts for the supply of coal abroad had 
been lost through it. He believed that 
the hon. Member opposite was an owner 
of mining royalties and a very wealthy 
landowner, and he suggested that a pro- 
vision might be made for old-age pensions 
bya land-tax and a tax on mining royalties, 
As the son of a father who had to keep a 
family upon 12s, a week he knew what it 
was for the small wage-earners to be taxed. 
They were taxed already sutticiently by 
indirect taxation, and the sooner it was 
removed the better. They could only 
put the sympathy which they professed 
with the working-classes into practical 
effect by giving them a larger income 
which would procure for them better 
homes and surroundings, better education 
for their children, more leisure for them- 
selves, and, in their old age, something 
better than the workhouse. 


*Mr. RIDSDALE (Brighton) desired 
to join in the general tribute paid 
to the statement of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. He felt sure that 
the Budget when it became known 
\in the City of London would have 
a good effect upon the credit of the 
country. It had been well thought out, 
and it was based on broad and sound 
| lines. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
_ had placed his finger on the weak spots 
| of the national balance-sheet, from which 








347 The Budget 


the credit of the country had been 
suffering during the last few years. He 
had stated that the naval and military 
expenditure was no longer to be paid for 
out of borrowed money. The £41,000,000 
under this head was to be greatly re- 
duced. He had stated that the Un- 
funded Debt, a debt which ought never 
to have been allowed to approach the 
enormous sum of £71,000,000, was 
now to receive more careful attention, 
and he had promised a reduction of 
£7,000,000 next year. Such reduction 
could not fail to be attended with 
good ccnsequences to our credit. If 
there was one thing which had pressed 
upon the credit of the country during 
the past few years it had been the 
existence of that £71,000,000. It 
had absorbed the liquid finances of the 
country which would otherwise have 
been available for the ordinary purposes 
of trade. There was another point the 
right hon. Gentleman had dealt with. 
Taxpayers were all shareholders in the 
great company of the British Empire ; 
and everyone had a_ right to be 
shown a true statement of debtor and 
creditor, 2 statement which should con- 
tain each item of expenditure and receipt 
which the nation incurred or received. 
He was delighted to hear that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer intended 
to abolish the appropriations in aid and 
other undisclosed accounts which had 
hitherto been omitted from our balance- 
sheet and thus obscured its whole meaning 
from any person who endeavoured to 
understand exactly how the nation stood. 
Anyone who was versed in the study of 
finance must have unqualified praise for 
the general statement of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. He would like to say 
a few words in impartial criticism as to 
the method by which he had disposed 
of the surplus. He could have wished 
to see the balance of the money 
given to reduce the taxation on sugar 
rather than upon tea, or the abolition 
of the coal-tax. Sugar was food; tea 
was not, although we put it inside us. 
Sugar was raw material to many of our 
industries, hut tea was not raw material 
to anything ;—unless it was indigestion ! 
Though any tax must be a hindrance 
to the trade of the product upon 
which it was imposed, at the same 
time of all taxation imposed upon 
commodities probably the last he would 
be inclined to touch would be the tax 
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upon coal—for the reason that he did 
not think it was by any means clear 
that the people of this country had paid 
it. He admitted that the tax upon 
coal must’ have been a hindrance to the 
mining industry and had probably caused, 
toa slight extent, a decrease in wages, 
but he did not think it made any 
difference whether the tax was put on 
here or the other side of the sea, as to 
whether the producer or the consumer 
paid the bulk of it. There was a statement 
made by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
which rather bore out that statement. 
The right hon, Gentleman had declared 
that in many contracts made for the sale 
of coal there was a clause to the effect that 
the foreign buyer should have the benefit 
of the remission of the tax if, and when, it 
oceurred. But why should the foreign 
buyer have the benefit of the remission 
of a tax, if and when it occurred, unless 
he paid it now? He did not wish to 
press the point. He wished to see all 
these indirect taxes taken off sooner or 
later, but he urged that if there were a tax 
which in his opinion should be left on 
until the last, it was the tax upon coal. 


*Str GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 
complimented the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer upon his extraordinarily lucid 
statement. If they were to have a 
3udget of the conventional and orthodox 
kind to which the country had been 
accustomed for a good many years, he 
could not imagine a Budget that would 
appeal more to those who sat upon the 
Ministerial side of the House than the 
present one. From first to last it was 
an exposition by a master of exposition. 
All who sat upon the Opposition side 
acknowledged the immense ability, the 
high political character, and the extra- 
ordinary command of detail and general- 
isation possessed by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, but having said that he 
thought he detected one or two remarkable 
contradictions in the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman. It was, he 
ventured to say, a Budget which would 
not cause great astonishment in the 
country. It was a Budget which, he 
thought, had been expected. So long as 
they retained the habit of taxing a very 
few articles of consumption, and those 
articles principally food and drink, a 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had very 
small room in which to swing his economic 
cat. He must play see-saw with the few 
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objects of taxation, and they had had| 
that see-saw through a great many years | 
hy Conservative Chancellors of the Ex- | 
chequer, and now they had a similar | 
Budget from a Radical Chancellor. After | 
all, what did this Budget do? There was | 
a certain reduction for which all were | 
grateful, upon tea ; but the hon. Member | 
who had just sat down had suggested 
that there might have been a reduction 
to greater advantage upon sugar. There | 
was the see-saw. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer himself had admitted that a 
reduction upon sugar would perhaps be of 
greater advantage to the manufacturer, 
since sugar was a raw material; but 
instead of taking the tax off sugar it was 
to be taken off tea, and he ventured to 
say that if the late Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had been in the position of the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to-day, he would have done exactly the 
same thing, and have see-sawed from one 
object ©! taxation to another, with no 
direct change so far as the general effect 
was concerned, but a direct change so far 
as the individual object of taxation was 
concerned. As to the coal tax he could 
not understand how hon. Members on 
the Ministerial side of the House recon- 
ciled their views concerning it. Person- 
ally he had always been opposed to export 
taxes of every kind, and there was scarcely 
a Protectionist community which did not 
hold practically similar views. The United 
States in its constitution prohibited any 
export tax being put upon any product of 
manufacture or natural product going out 
of that country. Why?! For the simple 
reason that they considered that a tax put 
upon goods coming into the country had a 
certain restrictive effect upon competition. 
He voted for the coal tax—and a good 
many others had been as guilty of incon- 
sistencies in the House—for the reason 
that he now voted for a tax upon tea and 
sugar, because so long as we continued the 
present method of taxation, those who 
thought as he did must give their votes 
in favour of certain forms of taxation to 
which they were actually opposed. He 
had supported the coal tax because we | 
needed the money, and so long as we had 
asystem of taxation narrow in form, they | 
were bound to support it until the country | 
changed the system pursued by Govern- | 
ments of both sides of politics. He had | 
supported the coal tax, but they could not 
have the effect of that tax both ways. | 
Some said it was the producer who oni! 
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the tax, and if that was so the contention 
that it was paid by the consumer fell to 
the ground. He was, however, opposed 
to the principle of the coal tax, because 
it had a certain restrictive effect on the 
trade. He would put taxes on other 
articles which were excluded from the 
purview of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, because they would have a 
restrictive effect on competitive importa- 
tions and at the same time would yield 
revenue. The coal tax was not analagous 
to the shilling tax which was put 
upon corn, and which was taken off 
without any reason whatever. If that 
tax had been maintained it would have 
given us £2,500,000 revenue without any 
appreciable effect on the cost of living in 
this country. He thought the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had been extremely 
fortunate. Every one had been delighted 
with the result of last year’s operations 
in taxation. Through the past year’s 
operations there had been an estimated 
surplus of £3,000,000, and on the Budget 
of last year there had been a saving of 
£422,000. Did the right hon. Gentle- 
man and hon. Gentlemen opposite 
take credit for the whole of that 
saving on the one hand and all the 
surplus on the other? The Budget which 
the right hon. Gentleman had been 
able to present was the result, as he 
himself had acknowledged, of opera- 
tions which began before he became 
Chancellor of the Exchequer—the 
result of a year of savings and careful 
expenditure, as he himself would admit, 
largely of operations he had not initi- 
ated. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had boasted of the return to thrifty 
and economical administration. For 
thrift and economy the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s Budget would hardly set the Thames 
on fire. It was true the right hon. Gen- 
tleman held out hopes of future reductions 
in national expenditure. Though he had 
not had time to consider large schemes of re- 
form of administration and large and wide 
methods of economy which would result 
in substantial reductions in the expendi- 
ture of the country, he did not think 
that would come so speedily as the right 
hon Gentleman imagined. The right hon. 
Gentleman had also hinted at raising 
money by increasing the taxation on the 
liquor trade. That trade was already 
taxed up to the utmost limits. If hon. 
Gentlemen opposite said abolish the 
licence trade altogether and be prepared 
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to make up the revenue of £34,000,000 
got from it by other reasonable means, he 
would vote with them if it was believed 
it could be done legitimately, but because 
there was a trade which would yield 
revenue it did not follow that it should 
be taxed to yield the highest possible 
revenue. ‘There were some who believed 
with regard to the liquor trade that the 
tongue of the buckle had been drawn 
to the last hole. A land tax had also 
been suggested as a means of raising 
revenue. 
taxing land values, but that was not a 
problem that could be worked out on 
principles alone. 
worked out through a series of compli- 
cated and conflicting interests and claims, 
and hon. Gentlemen who represented 
rural constituencies would have to give 
very careful consideration to any pro- 
posals to tax land which at present did 


not pay the landlord, the farmer, or | 


the labourer. They must look in other 
directions for the revenue to meet the 
constantly growing expenditure of the 
country. Did hon. Members opposite 
believe they were going to curb in any 


great degree the growing expenditure | 
hon. Gentle- | 
man had pointed out that despite the. 


of the country? The right 


10 per cent. increase of our population 
in ten years, and the necessary increase 


in the expenditure in ail Civil Service | 


departments consequent on the increase of 
population, the increase in expenditure 
had only been £9,000,000. That was 
an extremely small increase. The largest 
item of general increase had been in 
regard to education, a matter 
60 per cent. Hon. Members opposite 
were now embarking on a scheme of 
education much larger than any which 
preceded it, if the Bill now before the 
House passed. 
Exchequer could not remove expenditure 
by a magic wand, and turn to the Army 
and the Navy and the vast expendi 
ture upon those services as an object for 
reduction. No one would dispute the 
fact that our Army and our Navy were 


nominally for the defence of territory, | 
but just as really for the preservation | 


of our trade routes to the other Colonies 
and the open markets in the Fast. 
The Colonies had cost this country 
nothing save for the operations of the 
Army and Navy in the acquisition of 
territory in which those Colonies them- 
selves had no voice. If this country 
Sir Gilbert Parker. 


{COMMONS} 


Something might be said for | 


It would have to be} 


of | 


The Chancellor of the | 
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| undertook the acquisition of territory in 
|order to build up an empire, that was 
| her business and she must pay for it, 
| Since, however, the country had acquired 
| that territory, these Colonies had paid for 
| their upkeep. 


Mr. LEA (St. Pancras, E.): Is the 
Uganda Railway a Naval or Military 
operation / 


*Srr_ GILBERT PARKER pointed 
out that Uganda was not a Colony, 
Uganda, as yet, was worked as a terri- 
‘tory under Britishers, who were not 
Colonists, but who were occupying the 
‘country and enlarging their fortunes, 
When that tcrritory became a Colony 


‘it would take care of itself. He did 
| not, however, want to. enter upon a 
wide discussion of the action of the 


sritish Empire through the Treasury, 
nor would he have mentioned th. «subject 
had not the Chancellor of the Ex, hequer 
‘himself, with something of an air of 
disparagement and with something of a 
suggestion of over expenditure upon our 
Colonies, alluded to the subject and 
seemed to want the House to believe 
that we could reduce the cost of the 
Empire in this direction through the 
operations of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer or the Cabinet. He did not 
think it could be done in that way, and 
he was one of those who believed that as 
'the years went on—it might be two, 
three, four or five years—it would be 
‘found by this House and the country 
‘that the narrow field in which our 
taxation operated was a field which had 
‘been fully taken up and was_ ex- 
hausted. Moreover, its operation 
pressed heavily upon the poor man. 
There was another form of taxation 
which pressed very heavily upon the 
poor man and that was the inelastic 
‘taxation of food. {MINISTERIAL cheers. | 
| He knew what hon. Members meant by 
that cheer. They suggested that a 
shilling tax on corn pressed heavily upon 
the poor. But he would remark that 
while that shilling tax was in operation 
the food of no one in this country cost 
/more. [MINISTERIAL cries of “Oh.”] At 
any rate hon. Members would admit that 
there was a doubt. [Cries of “ No.”| 
There was no doubt however about the 
heavy taxes which the poor man _ paid 
upon tea, sugar, coffee, cocoa and to- 
bacco. These were, as he had said, 
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inelastic, and afforded no chance that the 
man who produced these articles in a 
foreign country should pay any portion 
of them. Why? Because we did not 
grow these things in this country, con- 
sequently the effect of those taxes was 
severe, rigid, and inelastic. He believed 
that the time would when the 
majority of the would think 
differently from what it did at that 
moment. 
foreign manufactured goods for the 
purpose of rev enue was advisable. {Minis- 
TERIAL cries of “Oh,.”| Well, that was 
a free trade tax. [Renewed cries of 
“Oh.”| Hon. Members must not fly 
away from the principles of free trade. 
To tax manufactured 


come 
House 


goods for the 
purpose of revenue, and revenue alone, 
was pure free trade. It was the Cob- 


denite free trade, the John Stuart Mill | 


free trade. It was the foundation upon 


which hon, Members had built up their 


present system. Prophecy of course was 


well paid by results, but he ventured 
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chequer. 
It would recognise that to tax | 


354 
hampered and harassed by Estimates 
relating to armaments, which Estimates 
were those of an Administration now 
happily no longer in power. 


Statement. 


They felt that to apply drastic criticism 
to the details of the present Budget would 
not be fair to the distinguished holder 
of the office of Chancellor of the Ex- 
When armaments had been 
reduced as they were promised that they 
should be reduced, then and not before 
it would be their duty to criticise 


freely the proposals of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. With the 
exordium of the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer with regard to debt he thought 
everybody on the Ministerial side of the 
House would agree, though perhaps 
there might be some traces of disappoint- 
ment that after that lengthy exordium 
he did not urge a greater appropriation 
of the surplus towards the sinking fund. 


| His own view was that the annual propor- 
cheap and inexpensive, and was not | 


to predict that hon. Members opposite | 


would yet before they had left that 
Parliament consider the question whether 
it might not be possible to get a very 
considerable amount of revenue from 
other articles than tea, sugar, tobacco, 
and such things. He would not object 
to their getting it from land values if they 
could prove that it was wise and ex- 
pedient todo so. Butif they got it from 
land they must still go to other sources of 
revenue and those were to be found in 
the reasonable taxation of foreign manu- 
factured goods. 


* Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, 
N.) desired to add his congratulations 
to those which the right hon. Gentle 
man had already received upon the lucid 
and luminous manner in which he had 
unfolded his proposals to the Com- 
mittee. They on the Ministerial side 
recognised that it would be unfair 
to criticise those proposals since they were 
based upon expenditure which was not 
that of a Liberal Government, and were 
VOL. CLVL [Founri SErizs. | 





tion of £28,000,000 might well be raised 
to £29,000,000 or even £30,000,000 with 
a view to the reduction of the enormous 
burdens which now pressed upon the 
industries and activities of the nation. 
He would point out that our National 
Debt, which now amounted to nearly 
£800,000,000, was in many respects 
to be distinguished from the National 
Debts of the majority, if not all, of 
the great countries of the world 
in this respect, that there were no solid 
assets to place against that debt. It 
was absolutely in the truest sense of the 
word a National Debt, against which we 
had to place perhaps only the £28,000,000 


| of the Suez Canal shares, a small matter 


of Crown lands, and a small matter 
perhaps of public roads. That debt was 
an absolute burden upon the people, to 
sustain the interest upon which was a 
great burden not only upon the masters 
and employers, but also upon the wage 
earners of the country. He thought 
everybody would agree with the criticisms 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
very properly applied to the Local 
Taxation Account. The Local Taxation 
N 
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Account was an account at the Bank of 
England which was fed in the most un- 
business like way, (1) from the Excise 
Licence Duty ; (2) part of the Estates 
Duties, equal to 60 per cent. of half 
of the proceeds of the old Probate Duty ; 
(3) the taxes on beer and spirits, and 
(4) the sums allotted in the Agricul- 
tural Rates Act. This system left it 
uncertain in the minds of those who 
ruled our local finance what sums they 
would have to deal with in any one year, 
The death of a millionaire or two might 
provide them with a large sum, whereas 
in the succeeding year they might find 
their funds depleted. He was sure that 
that was not a kind of finance which 
would commend itself to the Committee, 
and that they would all join with the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in condemn- 
ing it root and branch. Coming to the 
main consideration which underlay 
British finance, the question of ability in 
regard to the raising of the taxes of the 
country, and the classes upon which 
those taxes should levied, the 
records which had been collected by the 
Inland Revenue authorities threw a 
flood of light upon the question of 
ability, which was always a recognised 
principle of British finance. Let them 
take, for instance, the investigations 
which had been made in the collection of 
the income-tax and of the estate duties. 
It was somewhat difficult to decide upon 
the question of how many people paid 
income-tax in this country, but if they 
could arrive at that figure they would 
have a light thrown upon the incidence 
of taxation, and guidance would be given 
them to how they should frame 
their Budgets. There was the Inhabited 
House Duty which was applied only to 
those people who inhabited houses 
valued at £20 per annum = and 
upwards. It seemed strange that in a 
rich and wealthy country like this, 
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be 


as 


containing 9,000,000 houses, there 
were only 1,300,000 of the annual 
value of £20 and upwards. That 


seemed to suggest that the number of 
income-tax payers could not be much 
Mr, Chwsxu Money. 
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more than 1,000,000, and indeed closer 
investigation showed that to be the case. 
They had a most valuable record in that 
connection in the claims for abatement. 
In cases where the incomes were between 
£160 and £700 the income-tax payers 
were allowed certain abatements of their 
incomes before they paid income-tax. 
The number of persons who claimed 
abatements on the  income-tax 
shown by the latest Return to be less 
For the most part people with over 
700,000. Even if they assumed that 
a certain number of people escaped taxa- 
tion and that a certain number of other 
people did not take the trouble to claim 
abatement, they arrived at the conclusion 
that about 750,000 persons claimed 
abatement or were entitled to it. 
For the most part, people with more 
than £700 a year lived in houses of a 
high rental. In London he had al- 
culated that a man with £700 a year 
and upwards would be likely to live in 
a house at a rental of not less than £60, 
and in the country he would place it at 
£50 a year. Taking those two criteria, 
in the whole of the United Kingdom 
the number of people with £700 a year 
and upwards would not be much more 
than 250,000. In that way they 
arrived at 1,000,000 income-tax payers, 
which was what was suggested by the 
total number of houses at £20 a year 
and upwards. What a valuable light 
that threw upon the distribution of 
incomes and the application of Adam 
Smith’s doctrine of ability to pay, which 
had been expanded into the doctrine of 
equality of sacrifice. If there were 
1,000,000 income-tax payers, and they 
represented 5,000,060 people, then it 
meant that out of 43,000,000, 5,000,000 
took the whole of that income which was 
shown in the income-tax records. Thissum 
amounted in the last year of which they 
had any record to nearly £900,000,000 
sterling. When they had made de- 
duction for repairs to houses, improper 
abatements, and other allowances, the 


Was 


solid fact remained that an amount 
of income between £800,000,000 and 
£900,000,000, or for 1904 about 
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£830,000,000, was enjoyed by a number 


of people in this country who only 
amounted to 5,000,000 out of 43,000,000. 
What a tremendous fact that was, for 
it meant that one-ninth of the population 
enjoyed half of the income of the country. 
But even that was overshadowed by a 
still greater fact which he would venture 
to place before the Committee. He 
had stated already that the possessors 


of incomes of between £3 per week 
and £700 per annum were about 
750,000, but if they took the 48th 


report of the Inland Revenue Com- 
missioners they would find that the 
incomes which they enjoyed could 
not possibly amount to more than 
£250,000,000. If that was the case it 
meant that an income of nearly 
£600,000,000 sterling, or more than 


one-third of the entire income of the 
whole of the people, was enjoyed by 
1,250,000 out of 43,000,000. 
an overwhelming fact in relation to taxa- 


That was 


tion, for it meant that one-third of the 
entire income was taken by one-thirtieth 
of the people. The possibility of error 
was so small that he thought it might 
be taken that the calculation was sutti_ 
ciently correct to be at any rate the 
basis which ought to be taken into 
consideration in regard to any system 
of taxation imposed in this 


He 
an argument for a graduated income- 


country. 


submitted that these facts were 


tax. They also showed that the middle 
classes were overweighted by taxation, 
while the upper classes, the rich people 
who really controlled the activities of the 
country, because they controlled its land 
and its capital, were undertaxed. Corro- 
horation was to be found in the death 
duty returns. Every year about 
700,000 persons died in this country, 
and the amount of property they left 
amounted to nearly £300,000,000. Out 
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of these 700,000 persons 27,000 left 
£267,000,000—that was to say, 4 per 
the died left 
nearly the whole of the property which 


Statement. 


cent. of persons who 


passed at death in any average year. 
The figures he had given were not for 
year, but were the 


In each 


any one particular 
average for the last 
of the last six years less than 4,000 per- 
sons had left an average of £195,000,000 
per annum. These figures pointed to 


five years. 


another means by which they might 
apply the doctrine of equality of sacrifice. 
It was agreed by Adam Smith, John 
Stuart Mill, and other economists of 
standing that when property passed at 
death that was a good time for the State 
to take its toll. What had been the 
Budget history of the last fifteen years 
during which period hon. Gentlemen 
It had 


been a tinkering with taxes; this year 


opposite had been in power ? 


something off tea and something on 
off 
year 


tobacco, the next year something 
tobacco and on tea, and so on, 
after year until one was inclined to 
ask whether the ability of British Chan- 
cellors of the Exchequer was exhausted 
when they were obliged to resort to 
He looked to 
the time when the Budget would contain 


such minor subterfuges. 


more non-tax revenue than at present. 
We derived more than £4,500,000 of 
non-tax revenue from the Post Office, 
which pointed the way to happier methodse 
He would remind the Committee of what 
was done by other countries in this very 
matter. An hon. Member opposite had 
referred to the question of the nationalisa- 
tion of the railways, and an hon. Member 
on the Ministerial side had in reply 
doubt the practicability 


thrown on 


of the proposal, When Prince Bismarck 
proposed to nationalise the railways 
of Prussia the same arguments were 
applied, but he nationalised them, 
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In 1905 the income of the Prussian 
£79,000,000 
than 
that 


railways amounted — to 
and the expenditure to 
£55,000,000, the 


there profit of 


less 
with result 


was a net 
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that a tax upon a commodity must neces- 
sarily fall upon the consumer. [MINis- 


nearly | 


£25,000,000. [An Hon. Memper: What | 


did they cost 4] 
was largely represented in the national 
The of the 
national Prussian railways were not only 


debt of Prussia. profits 
snfficient to pay the interest on the 
whole of the national debt, but to pay 
£10,000,000 per annum for other matters. 


They cost a sum, which | 


The State mines of Prussia yielded a 


profit of £1,200,000 a year, 
forests and domains a profit £4,000,000. 
In Japan the non-tax revenue was one- 
half of the total revenue, and would soon 
be two-thirds. Japan, like ourselves, 
had passed through a great war, but 
her 


revenue producing administrations the 


because of national assets and 


burden of taxation in Japan would 
diminish as time went on, while ours 
steadily increased. ‘These things, he 
urged, must have consideration in the 
Budgets of the future. 


think of the development of the country 


It was time to 


in all its resources and to the devotion of 
national wealth to truly national ends. 


Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, Os- 
westry) said the exhaustive speech of the 
hon. North 
conclusively proved, if it proved any- 
all, that 
now suffering from 


Member for Paddington 


thing at the country was 
the fact that the 
rich had been getting richer and the 
poor poorer for some considerable time. 
That result had heen arrived at by the 
blessed system of free imports which he 
understood the hon. 
what strongly to support. In regard to 
the coal tax he was not an expert ; but he 
was glad to note that the Government 


had practically repudiated the doctrine 
Mr, Chiozza Money, 


and the | 


TERIAL cries of “Oh, oh!”] Well, if is 
did not fall upon the consumer he could 
not see the logic of the argument of hon: 
Gentlemen on the Ministerial Benches. 
The argument advanced in favour of the 
repeal of the coal tax was that it was the 
[An Hon 
MemBeEr: That is an export duty, not an 
import duty. 
ciple, and two different things could not 


producer who paid the duty. 
This was a matter of prin. 


be said in regard to the same principle. 
What he had risen, however, to draw atten- 
tion to was the very poor treatment which 
agriculture had received at the hands of 
the Government. In the Gracious Speech 
from the Throne they were told that 
earnest inquiries were being made into 
the social and ezonomic conditions of the 
people of Great Britain, and that measures 
were to be submitted to the House 
by which a larger number of people would 
be retained on and attracted to the soil: 
These measures, however, had not yet 
The 


Chancellor of the Exchequer in the course 


been brought before the House. 
of his speech had said that he intended to 
go very thoroughly into the question of 
State subventions towards local purposes. 
He hoped that the right hon. Geatlemai 
would at the same time consider the 
incidence of local and Imperial taxa- 


tion on the various industries of the 


,country, including agriculture. At 
present, rural, and paid far more 
than its proper share in rates and 


Gentleman some- 


taxes. He felt quite certain that a great 
deal could be done towards lightening 
in a fair and just manner the taxation 
on farmers and occupiers of small hold- 
ings, on whom the existing rates fell very 
heavily compared with people who were 
He hoped that when 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer took 


not on the land. 


, this subject into his serious consideration 
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he would realise that the proper way to | even more worthy of attention as the raw 
prop ) : 


bring the people back to the land was 
to make it easier and more profitable for 
them to live upon the land. 


*Mr. MITCHRLL-THOMSON (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) said if it was not presumptious 
on his part he would express his apprecia- 
tion of the remarkable way in which the 
right hon. the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had handled a very abstruse and 
complicated array of figures. It was all 
very well to hear homilies on retrench- 
ment, but it was one thing to preach such 
homilies, and another thing to practise 
He believed that when the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer came to deal with 


them. 


the various departments he would per- 
haps find his prophecies of retrenchment 
a little difficult of fulfilment. There was 
the President of the Board of Education, 
and the right hon. Gentleman would have 


to come into conflict with him if a 
question arose concerning education. 


Then 


General to deal with. 


he would have the Postmaster- 
It was well known 
that a conflict was going on between the 
Post Office and the National Telephone 
Company, which must inevitably entail 
the expenditure of a large amount of 
public money ; that was a question upon 
which retrenchment was quite impossible 
and impracticable. He should have liked 
to say something as to the advisability of 
reducing the taxation on sugar, but he 


recognised that any remarks that he! 


might make upon that subject might be 
regarded with a certain amount of sus- 
picion by hon. Members on the Minis- 
terial side. 
presume to urge upon the right hon- 
Gentleman his regret that he had not 
been able to do something to relieve the 
country from the sugar tax ; he would only 
say that not only asa food was sugar worthy 
of some amount of consideration ; it was 





Therefore, he would not | 
‘market, from the point of view of Great 





material for certain industries from 
which they heard complaints at the pre- 
sent moment. The right hon. Gentleman 
had said that sugar was taxed within 30 
per cent. of its value, but that was the retail 
selling value. The right hon. Gentleman 
went on to say that tea was taxed within 
90 per cent. of its value, but that was the 
wholesale selling value, not the retail sell- 
ing value. That was quite, if he might 
use the expression, another pair of shoes, 
and if the anti-tea duty agitation had 
done nothing else it had directed the 
attention of the people of this country to 
the enormous profits made by the middle- 
He had 
always held strong views against the 
coal tax, and therefore he was exceedingly 
glad that the right hon. Gentleman had 
seen his way to abolish it, but there was 
a point in regard to it upon which he 
wanted a certain amount of illumination 
The question had reference to the incidence 


men who had dealings in tea. 


of the tax and upon the logical methods 
by which the right hon. Gentleman had 
arrived at the conclusion that it ought to 


be abolished. He thought they might 


start with the proposition — he was 
sure this statement would commend 
itself to hon. Gentlemen who were 


followers of Mr. Cobden-—that every tax 
had an inherent vice, and that all taxes 
were vicious because they were barriers 
between nations and were preventatives 
of free exchange between those nations. 
Applying that doctrine to the coal tax 
it was vicious, but taking the case of 
Hamburg, which, if he remembered rightly, 
was called more than once the test 
Britain in selling coal to Hamburg the 


tax was a disadvantage upon us, 
because it was a barrier raised between 
our market and that of Hamburg. That 


was the reason which underlay the 
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removal of the tax, and he thought all 
that the 
barrier 


hon. Members would agree 
barrier was just as much a 
whether it was raised by the selling 
nation or whether it was raised by the 
buying nation, and that the coal tax 
would have been equally a barrier if, 
instead of being imposed by this country, 
it had been imposed by the free city of 
Hamburg. Therefore, Members 
would have been equally pleased at its 


removal, and the reason was that the 


hon, 


barrier was erected in regard to an 
article which could be obtained by the 
good people of Hamburg in any 
quantities they liked from other coun- 
tries. There were two conditions which 
might justify the retention of such a 
barrier. The first was that the Exchequer 
must have money, and the other was the 
political difficulty. It was said that coal 
was an article of great national value, 
and in the interests of the nation ought 
not to be alienated. That was an argu- 
ment which he confessed could only 
apply to one class of coal, and that was 
the finest steam coal, and with regard to 
that he could not see why the tax should not 
he retained, because finest steam coal was 
an article which would command its price 
and sell in any market in the world. It 
was a monopoly, and therefore was an 
article in regard to which the tax always 
feel upon the consumer and not upon the 
producer. He agreed, however, that the 
coal tax was to be regarded as a barrier 
between this country and—for instance 

Hamburg, and that it was desirable for 
this country to removeit; it was a barrier 
because it applied to an article of universal 
consumption and produced by other coun- 
tries. 
from the point of view of Hamburg. 


It did not matter to Hamburg whether | 
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But let them look at the question | 
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pay the tax, because if our market was 
closed they could draw their supply from 
another market. Then they went one 
step farther, and here it was that he 
wanted illumination from the right hon. 
Gentleman. Let them suppose instead of 
Hamburg they read Great Britain, and 
instead of a tax on British coal, a tax on 
foreign wheat, an article capable of being 
produced by untaxed countries inunlimited 
quantities, large enough to supply the re- 
quirements of this country, they had sub- 
stantially the same tax in the main, only 
in this case it was imposed by the buying 
the _ selling 


countries instead of by 


countries. Would hon. Gentlemen say 
that the tax had in one case an incidence 
on the one side, and in the other an in- 
cidence on the other side ?- They could not 
have it both ways. More than once in 
the course of the session they had had 
indications that hon. Gentlemen opposite 
were light, 
to appreciate the fact that it was highly 


beginning to see and 
desirable that wherever possible British 


work should be conserved for British 


workmen. He could only hope _ that, 
in the days to come, the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would fulfil this theory, 
of which he had laid down the foundation 
that night, and come over and help tariff 


reformers. 


Mr. MEYSEY-THOMPSON (Stafford, 
Handsworth) craved the indulgence of the 
Committee in making his maiden speech. 
He held that he had a greater right to 
that indulgence than the right hon, Gentle- 
man the Chancellor of the Exchequer, in- 
asmuch as he claimed to be a real maiden. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had asked 
indulgence in making his maiden Budget, 
but he regarded the right hon. Gentleman 


more in the light of a widow, as he only 
the tax was imposed by this country or | came before the House in a new capacity. 
by themselves, Ha hypothesi they did not | He congratulated the Chancellor of the 

Mr, Mitchell-Thomson. 
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Exchequer on the excellent speech he had | would say he was afraid he was a demi- 
made in introducing what the right hon. wierge. Hecertainly had not got that san- 
Gentleman would excuse him for calling a guine enthusiasm which the hon. Member 
thoroughly bad Budget. When the had displayed, in the full tide and fervour 
right hon. Gentleman spoke he thought of which he attributed to him the intention 
he had never heard him speak so well, of paying off the National debt in three 
and when he heard the right hon. Gentle- or four years. That was an intention 
man propose to pay off the National which he was sure he had never expressed, 
Debt in a comparatively brief space of He did not however rise for the purpose 
time he quite expected to hear a speech of making a controversial speech. His ob- 
on the subject of fiscal reform, which ject in rising was merely to ask the Com- 
would provide the funds to enable us to mittee to proceed to pass the formal Re- 
pay off the Debt while encouraging our solutions necessary to the financial busi- 
native industries. The right hon. Gentle- ness of the country, with the assurance 
man did not, however, fulfil his early that,upon the tea duty Resolution there 
promise. The only result of this should be a general discussion to-morrow 
magnificent beginning was a proposal to on the general policy of the Budget. 

take off the coal duty. ‘“ What a 


2 MOTTR acs hee 
falling off was there.” He believed the Mr. A. J. BALFOUR offered no resist 


: - ance to the right hon. Gentleman’s pro- 
right hon. Gentleman was honest in his . satiate id 


wish and his attemps to reduce the posal. He understood that the right hon. 
5 c > « U 


ae Gentlemé ad m heir wis , 
National Debt by a large sum, and he rentleman had met their wish. Under 


had gathered from the right hon. Gentle- those circumstances he would not oppose 


man’s remarks that they were going to get the Resolutions of which the right hon, 
rid of it altogether in the next four or five Gentleman had spoken. Of course, no 
years, The Committee could imagine his other business would be taken to-night. 
ars ag 

disappointment when he heard they were) ytp GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
only going to have a reduction out of the | shire, W. R. Pudsey) : That is understood. 
surplus of £500,000. What he wanted to 
know was this. If the consumer paid the 


ls. duty, why did we not have an export CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL 
cae ae a cll CUSTOMS DUTIES ON TOBACCO, 

duty on coal? Ifthe consumer did not BEER, AND SPIRITS, 

Resolved, That the additional Customs 


duties on tobacco, beer, and spirits im- 


Question put, and agreed to. 


pay the duty, why not have a tax on im- 
ported corn? In either of these 
ways we could realise the right hon. posed by Sections two, three, four, and 
Gentleman’s beautiful dream of paying §ye of The Finance Act, 1900 (including 
off the National Debt. any increased duties imposed by Section 
five of that Act), shall continue to be 


Mr. ASQUITH heartily congratulated charged until the first day of July, 


the hon. Member upon having dis- 


, ; Ned nineteen hundred and seven.—(Mr. Chan- 

charged the difficult task of delivering | vellor of the Ewchequer.) 

maiden speech with admirable discretion | 

and much point and humour. The hon, |CONTINUATION OF — ADDITIONAL 
: ; | EXCISE DUTIES ON BEER AND 

Member had said that he (the Chancellor, SPIRITS. 


of the Exchequer) was not a real maiden.| Resolved, That the additional Excise 
. * 7 | . oo . 
If he might use the French tongue he | duties on beer and spirits imposed by 
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with without its object being explained. 
The Opposition could not be expected to 
allow a Bill of this description to pass 
when they had received absolutely no 
explanation and no information in regard 


Adjournment 
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Sections six and seven of The Finance 
Act, 1900, shall continue to be charged 
until the first day of July, nineteen 
hundred and seven.—(.V/r. Chancellor of the 
E acheq uer. ) 
| to its provisions. 
PERMANENT ANNUAL CHARGE, 
_ Resolved, That the permanent annual 
charge for the National Debt for the 
current financial year be twenty-eight and | London the provisions of the Allotments 
a-half instead of twenty-eight million | Act in order that the London County 
Chancellor of the Ez-| Council might have power to let small 
pieces of land on the outskirts of London 


Mr.J. WILLIAMS BENN (Devonport) 
said that the Bill was merely to extend to 





pounds, —( Mr. 
chequer.) 
for the convenience of working inen 
Panos INDEMNITY. . desiring such plots. There was nothing 
Resolved, That it is expedient to) eee . 
: tte. new or revolutionary in the measure, and 
authorise the application in like manner | é 
ae : : he hoped hon. Gentlemen opposite would 
as the new sinking fund is applied of any 
sums paid into the Excheqner on account | 
of the China Indemnity.—(Mr. Chancellor | 
| 
of the Exchequer.) | *CoLONEL LEGGE said it was 
‘undesirable that a Bill of this character 
|should be brought in in this way, and 


| allow it to pass. It was not a compulsory 


measure, 


\ ery 


INCOME-TAX. 


Resolved, That Income-tax shall be | 


the House asked to pass it without any 


charged, for the year beginning the sixth | 
day of April, nineteen hundred and six, 


explanation whatever. It was all very 


well for the hon. Member for Devonport 


at the rate of one shilling in the pound.— 
(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


to say it was simply a Bill to apply to 
the County of London. He thought 
that even the London Members would 
like to know something about it before 
they assented to the Second Reading. 
He did not wish to speak disrespectfully 
of the London County Council, for he had 
been a member of it himself, and he had 
great admiration for the work the Council 
had done, but they had quite enough 
work to do at the present time, and it 
desirable that their duties 


AMENDMENT OF LAW. 
Resolved, That it is expedient to 
amend the law relating to the National 
Debt, Customs, and Inland Revenue.— 

(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; 
Committee to sit again To-morrow. 


was very 


ALLOTMENTS (LONDON) BILL. should not be increased. 


Order for Second Reading read. er ; 
And, it being Eleven of the Clock, the 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | debate stood adjourned. 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


time.”=> Debate to be resumed upon Wednes- 


day. 
Lorp WILLOUGHBY de ERESBY 
objected to the Bill’s being proceeded 


Adjourned at eight minutes after 
Eleven o’cloek. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 1st May, 1906. 


SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE. 

The Lord Privy Seal (M. Ripon) ac- 
quainted the House that His Majesty 
had (by Commission) appointed the 
Earl of Onslow Speaker of the House in 
the absence of the Lord Chancellor. 
The said Commission was read. 
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SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE. 

The Lord Privy Seal (M. Ripon) 
acquainted the House that His Majesty 
had (by Commission) appointed the 
Lord Loreburn Speaker of the House ; in 


the absence of the Lord Chancellor, the | 


Earl of Onslow, the Earl of Halsbury, 
the Earl Waldegrave, the Lord Ribbles- 
dale, and the Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 
The said Commission was read. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Lord Tredegar’s Supplemental Estate— 
Petition for a Private Bill; together 
with a copy of the proposed Bill 
annexed thereto; read, and referred to 
two English judges. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with— 
Education Board Provisional Order Con- 
firmation (London, No. 1.) [H.u.]; Educa- 
tion Board Provisional Orders Confirma- 
tion (Kestevon, etc.) [H.L.]. Watford 
(ras. 

The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


Clacton Urban District Council Bill 
[u.L.]. A witness ordered to attend the 
Select Committee. 


Great Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill 
[u.L.]. A witness ordered to attend the 
Select Committee. 


Cambrian Railways Bill [Hu.J. A 
witness ordered to attend the Select Com- 
mittee. 
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Shrewsbury Corporation Water Bill, 
Ritz Hotel, Limited—(Petition for Bill), 
Crellin’s Patents—(Petition for Bill), 
Poole Corporation Water Bill, Sutton 
District Water Bill. Examiner’s Certifi- 
cates of non-compliance with the Standing 
Orders referred to the Standing Orders 
Committee on Monday next. 


Scottish Union and National In- 
surance Company Bill [x...]. Petition 
for additional provision ; of the Scottish 
| Union and National Insurance Company 
under their Common Seal together with 
the proposed amendments annexed there: 
to; read, and referred to the Examiners. 





Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
| Bill [u.u.}. The Chairman of Committees 
|informed the House that the opposition 
to the Bill was withdrawn. The orders 
| made on the 12th of March and the 3rd of 
April last discharged, and the Bill 
committed. 


Crediton Lighting and Power Bill [1.t.]. 
|The Chairman of Committees informed 
| the House that the opposition to the Bill 
was withdrawn: the orders made on the 
12th of March and the 3rd of April last 
| discharged, and the Bill committed. 





Scottish Provident Institution Build- 
ings Bill [u.1.]. Read 2". 
| 

* Midland Railway Bill. Brought from 
|the Commons; read 1*; and referred 
to the Examiners. 


Kidderminster Gas Bill [u.1.]. Re- 
turned from the Commons agreed to, with 
amendments ; the said amendments con- 
sidered and agreed to. 


Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Act, 1899. Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, that the following 
Lord be proposed to the House as a 
| member of the panel of Lords to act as 
Commissioners under the Act, viz.: Duke 
of Argyll, agreed to; and the said Lord 
| appointed accordingly. 


Education Board Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (Devon, ete.) Bill [H.1.]. 
A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Education 
under the Education Acts 1870 to 1903, 


O 
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to enable the councils of the adminis-; and Bill to be printed as amended. 
strative counties of Devon and the West | (N° 60.) 

Riding of Yorkshire to put in force the | 

Lands Clauses Acts. Was presented by POST OFFICE (MONEY ORDERS) BILL. 
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the Lord President (Zarl Crewe); Read 
1*; to be printed, and referred to the 
Examiners. (No. 61.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TURKEY, No. 2 (1906.) 
Further paper respecting the affairs 


of South-Eastern Europe (in continua- 
tion of Turkey, No. 1. (1906). 


TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3567. France (Calais). 
No. 3568. Portugal (Beira). 
No. 3569. Turkey (Beirut and the 
Coast of Syria). 
No. 3570. Denmark (Iceland). 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION BOARD 


(IRELAND.) 
Annual Report for the year 1905. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Report of the proceedings of the Board 
of Trade up to the 3lst December 1905, 
and of the proceedings of the Light 
Railway Commissioners up to the same 
date. 


NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS 
(IRELAND) PENSION FUND. 
Account of receipts and payments in 
respect of the capital and income of the 
above fund, for the year ended 3lst 
December 1905. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS (AMENDMENT) 
BILL [u.1.]}. 


NOW 
PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS (BUILDING 
BYE-LAWS) BILL [1.1.}. 
Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee with Amendments. The Report 
thereof to be received on Thursday next 


| Order of the day for the Second Read- 
/ing, read, and discharged. 


THE THIBETAN AGREEMENT. 

THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
I beg to ask the noble Lord the Under- 
| Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs a 
Question of which I have given him 
private notice—namely, whether the 
Chinese Government have given their 
/adhesion to the Thibetan Agreement 
| of September 7th, 1904, and, ifso, whether 
| he is able to inform your Lordships as to 
| the terms upon which that adhesion has 
| been given. 
| *The UNDER-SECRETARY of STATE 
\for FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Firz- 
| MAURICE) : My Lords, in reply to the 
| question which has just been put to me, 
|I am glad to be able to inform your 
| Lordships that the negotiations which 
|have been for some time proceeding, 
| partly at Calcutta and partly at Pekin, 
| in regard to the adhesion of China to the 
| Convention between this country and 
Thibet have proved successful. The 
convention between Great Britain and 
| China was signed at Pekin on April 27th, 
| and it secures the adhesion of China to the 
| Convention established with Thibet 
‘in 1904. The text of the Convention has 


/not yet been received, but it will be laid 
| before Parliament in due course. The 
Convention, however, does not alter the 
-arrangements arrived at under the 
| Convention of Thibet as confirmed by the 
Government of India. It contains an 
engagement on our part not to encroach 
on Thibetan territory nor to interfere 
| in the government of Thibet, the Govern- 
'ment of China undertaking on their part 
| not to allow any foreign State to interfere 
in the government or internal adminis- 
tration of Thibet. It also states that we 
'do not seek for ourselves any of the 
| concessions mentioned in Article 9 of 
the Convention of Thibet which were 
denied by that Article to any other State 
or to the subjects of any other State. 
The convention with China does not alter 
the amount of the Thibetan indemnity 
in any way. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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{1 May 
MACEDONIA. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
wish to ask my noble friend the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs a 
Question, of which I have given him 
private notice, with regard to the situa- 
tion in Macedonia. Your Lordships will 
recollect that just before Easter the noble 
Lord the Under-Secretary stated that the 
Sultan had not yet sanctioned the Iradé 
for the Macedonian Budgets. The Ques- 
tion I wish to ask is whether the Iradé 
has since been issued. 


*Lorp FITZMAURICE: My Lords, I 
am glad to be able to inform my noble 
friend that the Iradé has been issued. 
The authorities in Salonica received 
information on the Ist of April that it 
had been issued. I believe the exact 
date of its issue was the previous day, 





SEED POTATOES SUPPLY (IRELAND) 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order of the day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lorp DENMAN: My Lords, I desire 
to say only a few words in explanation 
of the necessity for introducing this Bill 
during the present session. In conse- 
quence of the failure during the autumn 
of 1904 of the potato crop in certain 
parts of Ireland, the late Government 
authorised the Local Government Board 
to put into operation, with the aid of 
Board of Works loans, a scheme for the 
supply of seed potatoes similar to those 
adopted in former years. This, I believe, 
is really the business of the Department of 
Agriculture in Ireland, but at the parti- 
cular time this scheme was put into 
operation it was not equal to the task of 
distributing these seed potatoes. The 
duty, therefore, devolved upon the 
boards of guardians. In all, some 14,000 
tons of seed potatoes were distributed, 
and the total amount of the loans issued 
was over £70,000. Last session a Bill was 
introduced by thelate Government author- 
ising these loans and the taking of the 
proceedings necessary for the working of 
the scheme, but the Bill was withdrawn 
at the end of the session. This Bill is 
brought in to validate the loans made 
by the Board of Works and the pro- 
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ceedings then taken. In short, it is 
really a measure to legalise the action 
of the late Government. In the short 
debate which took place on the Bill in 
the House of Commons, Mr. Walter Long, 
the late Chief Secretary for Ireland, ex- 
pressed his approval in marked terms, 
and he earnestly hoped that the measure 
would receive the support of all sections 
in the House. The necessity for the 
pressing of the Bill is urgent, as county 
councils in Ireland are about to strike 
their poor rate for the ensuing year. I 
may mention that in future all schemes 
of this kind will be taken in hand by 
the Department of Agriculture and will 
not be thrown on boards of guardians. 
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Moved, ‘*That the Bill be now read 
2*.”—(Lord Denman.) 


Lorp ASHBOURNE : The noble Lord 
has very clearly and fairly stated the 
provisions of this Bill and the necessity 
for its passing. From time to time such 
measures have been needed in Ireland, and 
they have generally passed on a fair 
statement of the necessity for them. I 
can see no objection to your Lordships 
according the Bill a Second Reading, 
though it is quite possible that one or 
two Amendments will have to be con- 
sidered in Committee. 


On Question, Bill read 2* (according 
to order), and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House on Thursday next. 


INSURANCE COMPANIES’ FUNDS. 

Tue Eart or GRANARD: My Lords, 
I beg to move, on behalf of the Board of 
Trade, that the Motion standing in my 
name be agreed to. 


Moved, “That a Select Committee be 
appointed to inquire and report what 
steps should be taken, by deposit of funds 
or otherwise, to provide adequate security 
for British policy holders in Life Insur- 
ance Companies which have their chief 
office outside the United Kingdom, but 
which carry on business in this country.” 


—(The Earl of Granard.) 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: I suppose the 
terms of the reference have been very 


O 2 
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fully and closely considered. It is most 
desirable that such an inquiry should take 
place, and recent events have rendered 
the necessity for inquiry more apparent ; 
but on reading the Motion I was disposed 
to think the terms of reference somewhat 
narrow. They certainly might have been 
made wider with advantage, but I 
presume the Board of Trade are of 
opinion that the object aimed at will be 
attained under this reference. 


THe Ear, or GRANARD: I can 
assure my noble and learned friend that 
the terms of the reference were very 
carefully considered by the President of 


the Board of Trade and other members of | 


the Government before the Motion was 
placed on the Paper. 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 
Moved, “‘ That the Lords following be 


named of the Committee ; 
L. Stanley of Alderley, L. St. Oswald 


L. Grimthorpe, L. Burghclere.”—(The | 


Earl of Granard.) 
On Question, Motion agreed to. 
The Committee to meet on Monday 


next, at half-past Three o’clock, and to 
appoint their own Chairman. 





EGYPTIAN BOUNDARY DISPUTE. 

Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, in 
the absence of my noble friend Lord 
Reay I beg to ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs if Turkish 
troops have removed the boundary 
pillars between Egyptian and Turkish 
territory near El] Arisch, and if he can 
make any statement in regard to the 
boundary dispute between the Egyptian 
and ‘Lurkish Governments near Akabah 
and the increase of the garrison in 
in Egypt. 


*Lorp FITZMAURICE: My Lords, in 
reply to my noble friend I have, in the 
first place, to state that in 1904 the 
strength of the Egyptian garrison was 
reduced. Lord Cromer is now of opinion 
that, in view of the unrest which exists 
in Egypt and which is in some measure 
due to the action of the Porte in connec- 
tion with the frontier, it is desirable to 


Lord Ashbourne, 
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L. Balfour, 
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reinforce the garrison. I am informed 
by my noble friend who represents the 
War Office in this House that what has 
been arranged is this—one battalion goes 
to Egypt from Malta, three companies 
go from Crete, and one cavalry regi- 
ment and one Horse Artillery battery 
go from home. A battalion at Malta 
is also held ready to go if wanted. After 
the statement had appeared in the Press 
that Turkish troops had removed the 
boundary pillars set up by Ishmail Pasha 
about three miles from the sea shore at 
El Rafeh and thirty miles to the north- 
east of El Arisch on the Mediterranean 
coast, which is part of Egypt, H.M. ship 
‘Minerva ” was ordered to proceed to 
E] Arisch to ascertain what had happened 
‘and to bring back a report, but that 
report has not yet been received. Our 
|Ambassador at Constantinople, how- 
‘ever, has now been informed by the 
Grand Vizier that a Commission will be 
despatched to make inquiries, and, if 
the pillar is found to been have dis- 
turbed, to repair and replace it. Tabah, 
which is five miles by sea and about nine 
‘miles by land from Akabah, following 
;the coast line, and one or two other 
posts in the Sinai Peninsula, have also 
been recently occupied by Turkish troops. 
It is considered that these posts are 
within the territory which is within the 
limits of Egyptian administration. The 
Turkish title to Akabah itself has never 
been in dispute. I wish rather to insist 
on that point, because incorrect. state- 
ments in regard to that matter have been 
made. The Sinai Peninsula itself has 
remained in the effective and undisputed 
| possession of the Khedive, though not 
| forming a portion of Egypt proper, from 
‘a date many years previous to the 
accession of Ishmail Pasha. The de- 
mands put forward by the Turkish 
Government have, however, extended 
far beyond Tabah and its neighbour- 
hood, and have now rendered it necessary 
that there should be a joint delimitation 
of the whole frontier on that side, and 
that, pending a general settlement, 
the Turkish forces should retire from 
Tabah. This is what His Majesty’s 
/Government have asked from the be- 
| ginning, but what the Porte has hitherto 
| declined. The Porte is now again being 
urged to agree to it. As the negotiations 
are continuing, it would not be desirable 
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at present that I should go beyond the 
statement which I have just made. I 
may, however, just add this further 
observation on the point which I men- 
tioned at the commencement of my 
statement, that El Rafeh is considered 
to be within Egypt proper, while, as I 
have explained, the Sinai Peninsula, 
though not in Egypt proper, has re- 
mained under undisputed Egyptian 
administration. 


House adjourned at a quarter 
before Five o'clock, to 
Thursday next, — half-past 
Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 1st May, 1906, 


The House met at 2.45 p.m. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Electrie Lighting Provisional Order 
(No. 1) Bill; Electric Lighting Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Land Drainage 
Provisional Order Bill. Read a second 
time, and committed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP E). 

Mr. Nussey reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group E of Private Bills ; That, 
for the convenience of parties, the Com- 
mittee had adjourned till Monday next, 
at Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Resolution reported from the Select 
Committee, “That, in the case of the 
Sutton District Water, Petition for Bill, 
the Standing Orders ought to be dis- 


pensed with :—That the parties be per- 


mitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


london County Buildings Bill. Re- 


ported, with Amendments ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 


“An Act to authorise the Preston, Chor- | 
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ley, and Horwich Tramways Company 
to acquire lands for road widenings ; to 
abandon a portion of their authorised 
tramways ; and to construct other works 
in lieu thereof; to extend the period 


‘limited for construction of works and 


land purchases ; to authorise the Corpora- 
tion of Wigan to purchase portions of 
tramways; and for other purposes.” 
[Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tram- 
ways Bill [ Lords. | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
extend the time for purchasing lands ; 
and for the construction and completion 
of certain tramways, street widenings, 
and works authorised by the South 
Lancashire Tramways Acts 1900, 1901, 
and 1903; and for other purposes.” 
{South Lancashire Tramways (Extension 


of Time) Bill (Lords. } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Aet to 
authorise the Shettield District Railway 
Company to enter into and carry into 
effect working and other agreements ; 
and for other purposes.” [Sheffield Dis- 
trict Railway Bill [ Lords. ] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act 
to effect a fusion of the life assurance and 
annuity business of the National Assur- 
ance Company of Ireland with the under- 
taking of the Yorkshire Fire and Life 
Insurance Company; and for other 
purposes.” {National Assurance Company 
of Ireland and Yorkshire Fire and Life 
Insurance Company Bill { Lords. } 


Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tram- 
ways Bill |Lords]; South Lancashire 
Tramways (Extension of Time) Bill 
Lords] ; Shettield District Railway Bill 
Lords] ; National Assurance Company of 
Ireland and Yorkshire Fire and Life 
Insurance Company Bill [Lords]. Read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 

PETITIONS. 
INFANT LIFE PROTECTION. 
Petition from Fareham, for alteration 


of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


LAND VALUES TAXATION, ETC., 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Paisley, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 














379 Returns, 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Paisley, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Carlton 
Main; Church Lane; Frystone; Glass- 
houghton ; Leeds Central (B) ; Lochgelly ; 
Monk Bretton; New Oaks; Pontefract ; 
Radstock ; South Heindley ; and Wythe- 
moor Pits Collieries; to lie upon the 
Table. 


DOGS BILL. 
Petition from Paisley, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL (RELIGIOUS TEACHING). 

Petitions against alteration of Law: 
From Alburgh ; Aldeburgh on Sea (two) ; 
Alton (four) ; Alverstoke (two); Badwell 
Ash (two); Bailbrook ; Barnsley ; Barn- 
staple and Sherwell; Barton ; Bentley ; 
Bentworth (two) ; Bexhill (two); Bigby 
(two) ; Bodiam ; Bradford ; Brancaster (two); 
Brierfield ; Broadwater Down (two) ; 
Broughton ; Buckland Dinham ; Buckland 
St. Mary; Buriton; Burmarsh (two) ; 
Caundle Purse (two) ; Charlynch ; Cheet- 
ham (three); Cheetham Hill; Chilton 
Moor; Clevedon; Closworth; Combe 
Down ; Creech St. Michael (two) ; Crook- 
ham (two); Crowborough; Dalton le 
Dale; Denham (two); Eastham; Fast 
Malling (two) ; Easton in Gordano; East 
Winch (two); Eastwood; Eppleton ; 
Evershot; Ferry Fryston; Foleshill ; 
Frome (three); Frome Selwood ; Frox- 
field ; Froyle ; Gayton le Marsh ; Godman- 
chester; Greatham ; Great Tew ; Haver- 
fordwest (three) ; Hepworth ; Herrington ; 
Hersham (two); Holborn; Holcombe ; 
Huddersfield (two); Llanrhian (two) ; 


d 
London (three) ; Lumley ; Marnham (two) ; 


Morley St. Botolph; New Basford; 
Nutley; Old Alresford; Paddington 
(four); Peasemore; Penshaw (two) ; 


Playden (two); Ripponden ; Rishworth ; 
Rotherfield ; Roxby cum Risby ; Ryhope 
(two) ; Salford (three) ; Shedtield (two) ; 
Silksworth ; Southwark (three) ;Spaxton ; 
Spitalfields ; St. Athan (two); St. Mary- 
lebone ; Stockport ; Stoke Ash; Tenby ; 
Thorn Faulcon (two) ; Toppesfield ; Trent 
(two) ; Tunbridge Wells (two); Vaynor 
(two) ; Warblington ; Waterloo Ashton ; 
Westend ; West Hatch ; West Malling 
(two); Weston Bath; Whitechapel ; 
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Reports, &e. 


| Whitestaunton ; Wingfield ; Winnick ; 


Winterton ; Wolborough ; and, Yaxley 
(two) ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 
BILL. 


Petition from Paisley, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


FERTILISERS AND FEEDING STUFFS 
ACT (1893) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Paisley, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
MILITARY EXPENDITURE (UNITED 
KINGDOM, COLONIES, AND FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES). 
Return [presented 27th April] to be 
printed. [{No. 148.] 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRE- 
LAND). 

Copy presented, of Report of the In- 
termediate Education board for Ireland 
for the year 1905 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS (IRE- 
LAND PENSION FUND. 
Annual Accounts presented, of Receipts 
and Payments for the year ended 31st 
December, 1905 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND 
AND WALES). 

Copy presented, of Judicial Statistics 
for Kngland and Wales, 1904. Part IL 
(Civil Judical Statistics), edited by Sir 
John Maedonnell, C.B., LL.D., Master of 
the Supreme Court [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EMIGRATION AND IMMIGRATION. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 30th April; Jr. Lloyd-George| ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 149.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3567 to 3570 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TURKEY (NO. 2, 1906). 
Copy presented, of further Paper re- 
specting the affairs of South Eastern 
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Europe (in continuation of Turkey (No. 
1, 1906) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


CASUALTIES TO SHIPS ON THE N 


IST 


NAVY 


teturn ordered, “of Casualties to 
Ships on the Navy List, viz., (1) Casual- 
ties to Ships ; (2) Casualties to engines, 
during the year ending the 31st day of 
December, 1905, showing the date, the 
name and class of the ship damaged, the 
nature of the accident, time under repair, 
and the result of any inquiry that may 
have been held into the circumstances, 
specifying if a court-martial was held (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
338, of Session 1905).”—(Mr. Bellairs.) 


LOCAL OPTION (COLONIES). 


Address “ for Return of the provisions 
in Colonial Laws by which powers of 
Local Option in regard to the issue or 
renewal of licences for the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors are conferred upon the 
inhabitants of British Colonies, showing 
(1) the licensing authority ; (2) the 
licensing area ; (3) the different Options 
submitted to a popular vote, with the 
proportion of votes required to carry éach 
Option ; (4) the persons entitled to vote ; 
(5) the periods at which elections are 
held.”—(Mr. Leif Jones.) 

GAS UNDERTAKINGS. 

Return ordered, “relating to all 
authorised Gas Undertakings in the 
United Kingdom, other than those of 
Local Authorities, for the year ended the 
3lst day of December, 1905 (in continua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 320, of 
Session 1905),”"—(.Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


GAS UNDERTAKINGS (LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 
return ordered, ‘‘relating to all 
authorised Gas Undertakings in the 
United Kingdom belonging ~ to Local 
Authorities for the vear ended the 25th 
day of March, 1906 (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 321, of Session 
1905).” —Mr, Lloyd-George.) 
QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Estate Duty and Probate Register. 


Mr. SEARS (Cheltenham): To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if he is 
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aware that in twenty-three towns in 
England where Probate Registers exist, 
at an annual cost in salaries of about 
£14,000, there are also located in the 
same towns offices of collector of Inland 
Revenue ; will he state the necessity for 
this duplication when collectors of Inland 
Revenue are authorised to deal with the 
same taxes; will he also state what 
arrangements are made and what staff 
is charged with the duty of preventing 
evasions of estate and other similar duties 
in the country districts as well as in 
towns. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) The collec- 
tion of duty on probate of wills is only 
one incident in the process of probate 
and is always performed by officers of 
Inland Revenue who, however, could not 


, conveniently be charged with the whole 


business of probate, including custody 
of wills. There is no staff charged 
specially with the duty of preventing 
evasion of death duties, against which 
the principal protection lies in the condi- 
tions which the law imposes on inter- 
ference with the property of deceased 
persons, and the opportunities thus 
afforded of access to the particulars of 
such property. 


Medical Officer for Downpatrick Post 
Office. 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 


Postmaster-General if arrangements will 
be made, and when, for the appointment 
of an official medical officer in connection 
with the Downpatrick post office. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) Up 
to the present a suitable candidate for 
the post in question has not been forth- 
coming. 


Railway Construction in West Africa. 

Str C. HILL (Shrewsbury): To ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he will grant a Return showing 
the railways constructed or in course of 
construction by the Crown Agents on 
the West Coast of Africa since 1900 
inclusive, their mileage, the original esti- 
mate of their cost, and the actual cost of 
construction per mile so far as known. 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) The hon. 
Member appears to be under some mis- 
apprehension. The Crown Agents for 
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the Colonies do not construct railways. 
The manner in which the Government 
railways in West Africa have been con- 
structed is explained in the Paper relating 
to the construction of railways in Sierra 
Leone, Lagos, and the Gold Coast [Cd. 
2325], which was presented to Parliament 
in December, 1904, and in which will be 
found also the particulars for which the 
hon. Member asks. 


Superannuation for Temporary Civil 
Assistants of the Ordnance Survey. 


Mr. BRODIE (Surrey, Reigate): To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he is in a position to make any statement 
in regard to the claims of the temporary 
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Questions. 


civil assistants of the Ordnance Survey 
to the rights of superannuation. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) I regret 
that it has not been found possible to 
arrive at a decision on this matter at 
present. It is still under my consideration. 


Private Members’ Bills. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington) : To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will state the number of 
Bills brought in during the last ten years 
by private Members, and the estimated 
expenditure in printing them ; and how 
many have passed into law, 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) 











Estimated 
Expeaditure. 
£ 
In 1896, 178 Bills were introduced by private Members 
16 became law. : . ‘ . ; ; : 660 
In 1897, 192 were introduced 
15 became law. . 708 
In 1898, 184 were introduced | 
18 became law . | 769 
In 1899, 164 were introduced | 
16 became law . 673 
In 1900, 162 were introduced | 
15 became law. | 826 
In 1991, 153 were introduced - 
4 became law. | 565 
| 
In 1902, 168 were introduced 
15 became law . | 678 
In 1903, 166 were introduced | . 
12 became law. al 759 
In 1904, 146 were introduced | 
11 passed into law | 683 
| 
In 1905, 167 were introduced | x 
6 became law . : ‘ | 754 





In all 1,680 Bills were introduced by 
private Members, of which 128 passed 
into law, at a total cost of £7,075. 





Overtime Pay of Assistant Clerks. 
Mr.S. COLLINGS (Lambeth, Kenning- 
ton): To ask the Secretary of the 
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Treasury if he will state on what grounds 
he declines to grant to assistant clerks 
(new class) a rate of overtime pay 
equivalent to one and a quarter times 
the rate awarded for their ordinary 
work, and thus applying to that body of 
civil servants the rate laid down by the 
Tweedmouth Commission of 1896 with 
respect to postal servants and acted upon 
by the Government. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) The 
“time and a quarter” rate, in force for 
certain classes of Post Office employees, 
has never been applied to the clerical 
staff in public departments; the con- 
ditions of employment in which are not 
comparable with those in the Post Office. 


German Lottery Circulars. 

Mr. SLOAN : To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether he has received copies 
of circulars which have been posted 
through the United Kingdom in connec- 
tion with a German money lottery ; and 
if he will explain why special facilities 
are given by the postal department for 
their delivery. 


(Answered by Mr, Sydney Buxton.) I 
have received copies of circulars relating 
to the German money lottery referred 
to, and I have drawn the attention of the 
police to the matter. The hon, Member 
is under a misapprehension in supposing 
that special facilities are given by the 
Post Office for the delivery of lottery 
circulars. On the contrary, when they 
are sent in open covers and so can be 
detected, they are withheld from delivery. 


Report of Motor Cars Commission. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE: To ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
when the Commission on motor cars will 
issue its Report. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) 1 
understand that the preparation of the 
Report is in course of progress, but I am 
unable to say when it will be issued. 


Reorganisation of General Register and 
Record Office of Shipping Seamen. 
Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brough): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether any decision has 
yet been arrived at with regard to the 
reorganisation of the General Register 
and Record Office of Shipping and 
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Seamen; and, if not, whether he will 
appoint a small Committee constituted of 


Members of this House to inquire into the 
matter, 


Questions: 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) No, 
Sir. I am not prepared to propose the 
appointment of a Committee of Members 
of this House to inquire into the 
comparatively small questions that have 
arisen inthe branch of the Board of Trade 
to which the hon. Member refers. These 
questions are receiving the attention of the 
Treasury and the Board of Trade, and I 
think for the present (at any rate) that 
that is quite sufficient. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: Toask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether, seeing that the limits of the 
Port of London, as defined by Treasury 
Order of August Ist, 1883, are from 
Teddington Lock to the entrance of 
Havergore Creek in Essex, and that the 
situation of the General Register and 
Record Oftice of Shipping and Seamen at 
Westminister is within those limits, he 
will now take steps to retain the office at 
its present address. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) Since 
the office of the Registrar General of 
Shipping and Seamen has been removed 
temporarily from the City to West- 
minster, many complaints have reached 
the Board of Trade, and definite pledges 
have been given that other offices more 
suitable for seafarers would be provided. 
That decision will be adhered to, and I 
hope that an office on Tower Hill will 
soon be available. The Treasury Order 
to which the hon. Member refers was 
made under the Customs Consolidation 
Act, and applies to Customs matters. 


Recruiting of British Seamen for Foreign 
Ships. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: To 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that for the past 
two weeks the sailors and firemen at the 
ports of Hamburg and Bremen, in 
Germany, have been on strike to obtain 
an advance of wages; whether he is 
aware that German shipping agents have 
employed unlicensed persons in England 
to supply and engage seamen ; whether 
the Board of Trade will take steps to 
prevent such unlicensed persons from 
engaging and supplying seamen, as 
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provided for by Sections 110 and 111 
and following sub-sections of the Merchant 
Shipping Act ; and whether he is aware 
that it has already been decided in the 
English Courts of Law that it is an 
offence under the Merchant Shipping 
Act to engage and supply seamen for 
foreign ships in ports of the United 
Kingdom. 


Questions. 





(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) Tam 
aware of the strike to which the hon. 
Member refers, and I am making inquiries 
as to the circumstances under which 
seamen are being engaged in this country 
to take the place of strikers on some 
German ships. Perhaps the hon. Mem- 
ber will send me particulars of any cases 
of illegality that come to his notice. I 
am also aware of the legal decision to 
which reference is made in the Question, 
and shall not hesitate to take any steps 
that may be found necessary in order to 
enforce the law. 


Religious Instruction in Schools. 


Mr. HERBERT (Buckinghamshire, 
Wycombe): To ask the President of 
the Board of Education whether in the 
time tables now in force in any, and, if 
so, how many, non-provided schools more 
than two-fifths of the time allotted to 
religious instruction is devoted to the 
teaching of the doctrines peculiar to any 
religious denomination. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Thave no 
information on the subject. 


Belfast Postal Staff. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether it is the intention of the 
Department to reduce the established 
female telegraph staff at Belfast by three 
appointments ; whether he is aware that 
there are at that office five female learners 
and one substitute, who have been 
waiting for appointments from two and a 
half to three and a half years; and 
whether he will give instructions that 
the lapsing of any appointments that 
may become vacant shall be deferred 
until those now waiting have been placed 
on the established staff. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) I 
will have inquiry made with regard to 
the staff at Belfast, and I will let the hon. 
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Member know the result as soon as 


i 
Questions, 


possible. I cannot, of course, create 
appointments not warranted by the 
work in order to provide places for 
learners, however much I may regret 
that in certain circumstances their 
promotion is very slow. 


Education Grants to Schools in Highland 
Crofting Districts. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary for Scotland, having 
regard to the payments in aid of the 
provision of a properly qualified teaching 
staff under Section II., Sub section D, of 
the Education (Scotland) Minute of 
March 19th, 1906, will he state what 
sum would be allocated to schools in each 
of the crofting counties, taking as a basis 
the average number of school children on 
the roll during the school financial year 
ending between February 28th, 1905, 
and January 31st, 1906. 


(Answered by Mr. Sinclair.) The sum 
which would be allocated to schools in 
each of the crofting counties under 
Section IL., D, of the Minute of March 
19th, 1906, on the basis stated in the 
Question, provided that the conditions 
prescribed in such section were fulfilled, 
would be as follows :— 





£ 

Argyll - - - 5,990 
Caithness. - - - 2,090 
Inverness - - - 6,350 
Orkney — - - - 2,170 
Ross - - - - 4,200 
Shetland - - - 2,300 
Sutherland - - 1,380 

£24,480 


It must be understood, of course, that 
this is merely a possible payment, the 
actual amount to be paid depending upon 
the number of schools which are found to 
have fulfilled the conditions of the 
Minute. 


Ballyshannon, Derrygonnelly. Killeter 
and Ballinamallard Loan Funds. 


Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.): To ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the 
condition of the Ballyshannon, Derry- 
gonnelly, Killeter, and Ballinamallard 
Loan Funds ; whether he is aware that a 
number of poor persons in Fermanagh 
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have invested their savings in the 
debentures of these loan funds, but owing 
to recently discovered defects in the law 
money due cannot be recovered; and 
whether, in view of the number of the 
borrowers impoverished by interest and 
fines, and of the fact that the Irish Loan 
“Fund Board is seriously to blame for the 
present state of things, it is proposed to 
take early action in the matter. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) Tunderstand 
that the law, as regards loan fund societies 
in Ireland, requires amendment, in the 
interest of depositors in the societies, and 
my right hon. and learned friend the 
Attorney-General for Ireland has already 
announced that it is the intention of the 
Government to introduce legislation on 
the subject this session, if time should 
permit. I do not think it can reasonably 
be said that the Loan Fend Board is 
responsible for the existing state of the 
law. 


Disturbance at Stewartstown. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that on the 10th 
March last a drumming party was stoned 
from behind the houses at the Hibernian 
Lodge, in Stewartstown; and whether, 
seeing that the disturbance took place in 
the presence of the police, to whom many 
of the offenders are known, he can say if 
any arrests have been made; and, if not, 
what action does he propose to take in 
the matter, 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The oceur- 
rence in question took place at 10 o'clock 
at might. The drumming party was 
passing through a quarter occupied by 
the opposite party when some stones 
were thrown over the roofs of houses, 
apparently at the drumming party, but 
little harm was done. The police have 
no evidence against the offenders, whom 
they did not see. No action, therefore, 
is possible. 


Establishment of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary. 

Mr. SLOAN : To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether it is intended to make any 
reduction in the number of assistant 
inspectors general and county inspectors 
in the Royal Irish Constabulary ; and 
whether it is contemplated to make any 
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adjustment in the establishment so as to 
compensate the various ranks for the 
stoppage of promotion which reduction 
has entailed. 


(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) No reduction 
in the number of assistant inspectors 
general or county inspectors is under 
consideration. The existing statutory 
law requires that there shall be a county 
inspector for each county. The Answer 
to the latter part of the Question is in the 
negative. 


Conduct of Sunday Footballers at 
Stewartstown. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the disorderly conduct of 
footballers at Stewartstown on Sunday 
Ist ultimo, and on other occasions, and to 
their use of obscene language to persons 
leaving divine service; and whether, 
seeing that football playing during divine 
service on Sundays in this town has 
become a nuisance to the inhabitants, he 
can see his way to put a stop to the 
practice, or confine the players to a 
quarter where respectable persons will be 
protected from such treatment in future. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 am in- 
formed by the police authorities that on 
Sunday, Ist April, a party of football 
players from Cookstown drove through 
Stewartstown, both when going to and 
coming from Coalistand, where a football 
match was played. Four policemen, who 
accompanied the party, have reported 
that their conduct was good, and that no 
obscene language, or language of any 
kind, was used by them to persons leaving 
divine service. The game of football is 
not played on Sundays within a quarter 
of a mile of Stewartstown, and no com- 
plaints of disorderly conduct by football 
players have been made to the police 
authorities in regard to the 1st April or 
any other occasion. 


Irish Land Purchase—Investments. 

Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin 8.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the investments of purchase 
moneys, under the Irish Land Act of 
1903, are confined by operation of the 
Land Commission rules to a small 
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minority, hot specially qualified, of the | 
Dublin Stock Exchange, to the injury of | 
the public and of the other members of | 
the Dublin Stock Exchange, who find 
themselves precluded from transacting | 
the business offered to them by their own | 
clients; whether he will lay upon the. 
Table a statement issued by the Dublin 
Stock Exchange on the subject detailing 
the above grievance and suggesting the | 
remedy ; and whether he can see his way | 
to take some steps with a view to re- | 


moving this monopoly. | 
| 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) Under Rule 
XXII. of the Rules of March, 1897, made 
by the Land Commission under The 
Purchase of Land (Ireland) Act, 1891, . 
the purchase money of estates sold to the | 
tenants under the Act of 1903 is invested, | 
pending completion of the sales, through 
the stockbrokers appointed by the Lord 
Chancellor to carry out the investment 
of funds under the control of the 
Supreme Court. Under Rule 28 of | 
The Public Trustee Rules, 1904, made 
by the Land Judge and the Land Com- | 
mission, and approved by the Lord- | 
Lieutenant, the investments of the public | 
trustee are made through the same 
brokers. The qualifications of these 
stockbrokers are no doubt fully con- | 
sidered by the Lord Chancellor, who | 
appoints them. ‘The question whether a | 
change in the system would be of 
advantage to the public is one on which | 
there is considerable difference of opinion, 
though, no doubt, such a change would 
benefit the other members of the stock 
exchange. If the right hon. Member | 
should think that any good purpose 
would be served by laying upon the 
Table the statement on the subject, | 
which has been issued by a special com- | 
mittee of the Dublin Stock Exchange, I 
will offer no objection, if he should see 
fit to move for the Return. I do not 
propose myself to lay the paper upon the 
Table, as my doing so would imply that 
I have some responsibity in the matter. 
As the right hon. Gentleman is, no | 
doubt, aware, from his official acquaint- 
ance with the matter, the question at | 
issue lies outside my sphere of action, 
and I am advised that my interference is | 
not called for, especially as my pre- 
decessor brought before the notice of the 
rule-making authorities the rep:esenta- 
tions which had reached him. 
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Appointment of Assistant Irish Land 
Commissions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state the 
number of men who have been appointed 
Assistant Commissioners to the Land 
Commission in Ireland under the system 
of examination adopted in 1899; and 
what system has been substituted for the 
examination to which previous candidates 
were called upon to submit themselves. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The number 


|of persons appointed Assistant Land 


Commissioners who had qualified under 


| the system of examination adopted in 


1899 was twenty-one. The Irish Govern- 


| ment satisfied itself that the gentlemen 
recently selected possessed the statutory 


qualifications required for the post and 
had experience which would have made 
it quite superflous to subject them to 
The rules do not require 
examination, 


| General Election—Attempts to Illegally 


Influence Votes. 
Mr. BRODIE: To ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, in view of the 
number of alleged cases of dismissal of 


| employees, and of the withdrawal of 


custom from tradesmen on_ political 
grounds, which occurred during, and 
subsequent to, the recent General 


Election, and which, if proved, would 


constitute offences under the Corrupt 
Practices Acts, he can see his way to 


| instruct the Public Prosecutor to in- 
| stitute an informal inquiry where desired 


by individual Members of Parliament, 


| with a view to prosecution in those cases 


which appear to justify such a course. 


(Answered by Sir John Walton.) It is 
my duty as Attorney-General to give 
such directions as occasion may require 
to the Public Prosecutor with reference 
to the discharge of his duties. Shortly 


after the General Election he brought 
the subject under my notice, and I 


directed that he should entertain and 
thoroughly investigate all complaints of 
the character referred to, with a view to 
vindicating the law in all cases in which 
it had been sought to influence votes by 
| threatened withdrawal of custom or 
/ employment, or where such withdrawal 
had followed upon votes given during 


5 
‘the election. ‘To my knowledge searching 
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investigation was made in several cases 
by the Public Prosecutor, who is quite 
ready to continue to investigate all 
complaints of the kind brought before 
him. While there is little doubt that 
intimidation has been used and resent- 
ment shown in a number of instances, it 
is, unfortunately, also true that legal 
evidence, adequate to carry conviction of 
the offence under the statute, is but 
rarely obtainable. I am most anxious 
that a provision of the law essential to 
the freedom of election should be en- 
forced, and will take care that whenever 
a prima facie case can be established a 
prosecution shall be instituted. At 
present there are two prosecutions under 
Section 2 of The Corrupt Practices Act, 
1883, awaiting trial. 


(Questions. 


Promotion in the Army Pay Corps. 
CapTAIN FABER (Hampshire, 


Andover): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether commissions 
could be granted to the Army Pay 


Corps, which is at present the only unit 
having no outlet in the way of quarter- 
masters. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
Five warrant officers of the Army Pay 
Corps have recently been promoted to 
posts in the Army Accounts Branch 
equivalent to commissioned positions in 
the Army Pay Department, entry to 
which has ceased. 


Afghan War, 1879—Prize Funds. 

Cartan FABER: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
there is any prize money in existence 
from the Afghan War of 1879. still 
unissued to the troops engaged ; and 
whether he is aware that Lord Roberts 
in General Orders said that the prize 
money would be distributed as soon as 
possible. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 1 
am not aware of the existence of the 
General Order referred to by the hon. 
Member. The Division Order issued by 
Lieutenant-General Sir F. Roberts on 
November 20th, 1879, which authorised 
the formation of a prize committee and 
the preparation of prize rolls, expressly 
warned the trvops that its appointment 
in no way entitled them to claim the 
prize. Subsequently the prize was 
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and the issue of donation batta was 


sanctioned. 


Case of Mr. H. Rovedine, late 
Draughtsman at Tidworth Barracks. 
Captain FABER: To ask the 

Secretary of State for War whether the 
case of Mr. Harry Rovedine could be 
reconsidered and employment found for 
him, seeing that this man had been 
draughtsman at Tidworth Barracks for 
five years, and was under orders to 
proceed to London to work under the 
officer of Barrack Contracts, when he 
was reengaged under the Royal 
Engineers on the understanding that his 
employment would continue, and that he 
was then suddenly thrown out of 
employment. 


(Answered by Mr. Seeretary Haldane.) 
Will the hon. and gallant Member 
kindly refer to a reply to a Question put 
on April 30th7 by the hon. Member for 
the Thornbury Division of Gloucester- 
shire, which deals with the case of this 
draughtsman. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Royal United Service Institution 
Lectures. 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty on 
how many occasions since 1893 have 
proposals for lectures submitted by the 
Council of the Royal United Service 
Institution been vetoed by the Ad- 
miralty ; and whether the lecturer in 
each case was an officer on full pay. 


THE SECRETARY to THE AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. EpmunpD Ropertson, 
Dundee): Since 1893 there have been 


two cases in which the Admiralty have 
refused, in the interest of the public 
service, to permit an officer to deliver a 
lecture at the Royal United Service 
Institution. In both cases the officer 
was on full pay. 


Naval Volunteers—Uniform Grant. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): [ beg to ask the Seere- 
tary to the Admiralty if he will state 


+ See ¢ ‘ol. 225, 
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how long the question of a grant | 
towards the cost of uniforms of Naval | 
Volunteers, on the same terms as to 
otticers in the land Volunteers, has been 


under consideration, and on what grounds 
Naval Volunteer officers do not receive 
the same treatment as their brothers in 
the land Volunteers. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : 
hope to be able to make a statement on 
this point when Vote 7 is under dis- 
cussion. 


Royal United Service Institution 
Lectures. 

Mr. BELLAIRS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War on how many 
occasions since 1893 have proposals for 
lectures submitted by the Council of the 


Royal United Service Institution been | 
voted by the War Office ; and whether | 
the lecturer in each case was a regular | 


officer on full pay. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For. 


WAR (Mr. HALpanr, Haddington): 
Each case is dealt with on its merits as 
it arises, by the particular Department 
concerned, but no combined record is 
kept of the various cases. I am _ not 
therefore in a position to supply my hon. 
friend with the information he requires. 


The 3rd Seaforth Highlanders. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, having regard to the fact that the 


commanding officer of the 3rd Seaforth 
Highlanders (Ross-shire Militia) was 


unable to secure a special steamer for 
the conveyance of the militiamen from 
Stornoway on April 8rd, and that 
the number of notices issued to militia- 
men in the island of Lewis placed within 
his knowledge the number of men who 
would have to travel from Stornoway, 
will he state why the owners of the 
Stornoway mail steamers were not com- 
municated with in order that the number 
of men for whom accommodation could 
be provided at each sailing might be 
ascertained ; and, seeing that a number 
of men were unable to secure passage 
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Questions. 


Mr. HALDANE: As the notices are 
sent to the addresses given by the men 
at the previous training, and as many of 
them are often employed elsewhere, the 
number issued is no guide to the number 
likely to travel from Stornoway. The 
numbers that could be accommodated 
at each sailing were ascertained from the 
owners of the mail steamer. As regards 
the last part of the Question, the method 
to be adopted in future will be carefully 
considered by the General Officer Com- 

manding in Chief, Scotland. 


Mr. WEIR: In consequence of the 
extremely unsatisfactory nature of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s reply, I shall on 
the earliest possible opportunity call 
attention to this matter. 
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The Royal Dragoons. 

Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merioneth- 
shire): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he will explain 
'why the recently vacant majority in the 
Royal Dragoons has been filled by the 
appointment of an infantry captain, 
although not a few cavalry captains 
are actually on the list of officers noted 
for accelerated promotion. 


Mr. HALDANE: This appointment 
was made on the advice of the selection 
board, who considered that the claims of 

the infantry captain were the best. 


Cost of Rifle Manufacture. 

Mr. HIGHAM (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he is aware that, in the 
year 1901-2, the Government factories 
produced 107,642 rifles at a cost of 
£2 10s. each, whilst the War Office 
bought from the trade 137,030 rifles at 
an average cost of £3 15s, 5d. each ; that 
in the year 1902-3 the factories produced 
81,377 rifles at a cost of £2 11s. Od. each, 
and the Government bought 90,000 more 
at £3 10s. each; and will he give the 
number and cost of rifles manufactured 
at Enfield in the years 1903-4, 1904-5, 
and 1905-6, and also the number bought 
from the trade, and the price of them, in 
the same years. 


from Stornoway on the date on which | 


they arrived in the town, will arrange- | 
ments be made for each man to be advised 


in future of the date of the sailing of the 
steamer by which he is to travel. 


Mr. HALDANE: The figures quoted 
are substantially correct. It must be 


observed, however, that the low prices 
| referred to were for long rifles, now no 











Questions. 
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longer made, and the cost of the special | that Li-Kiu-Lu, police sergeant at the 
machinery for the production of these | Consolidated Langlaagte Mine, was in 
rifles has been charged and recouped in | the habit cf flogging coolies, and in one 
previous years. This has not hitherto | case tied a coolie up by the thumbs: he 
been the case with the short rifle, but | was also accused of selling opium and 
similar causes are now reducing the cost | gin. The superintendent had good 
of the short rifle also both to the trade | reason to believe the report and took 
and to the factories. | cause Li to be 


Questions. 


to 





The Ordinance | steps 
factories manufactured the following 


rifles in the years referred to, viz. :— 


£ s. ad 
1903-4 14,805 long riflesat 213 8 
1904-5 67,180 short riflesat 3 18 5 
1905-6 51,378 _,, ia” aah Seek 8 


During the same years 135,000 short 
rifles were made by the trade at an 
average cost of £4 9s. 6d. For the 
current year both the trade and the 
factory prices are below the figures above 
quoted, and there is not likely to be any 
considerable difference between them. 


Repatriation of Chinese Coolies. 

Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he can now say 
if the Government arrangements 
facilitating the return of the Chinese 
labourers in South Africa to China have 
heen communicated to the labourers. 


THEUNDER-SECRETARY ofSTATE 
roR THE COLONIES (Mr. CHURCHILL, 
Manchester, N.W.): It has not yet been 


practicable to make a communication to | 


the labourers, for the reasons which I stated 
in reply to the hon. Member for New- 
bury on Thursday last.+ I have already 


stated that I hope to be in a position to | 


communicate the terms of the notice to 
the coolies to the House on Thursday 
next. 

The Flogging of Chinese Coolies in 

South Africa. 

Sin H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.): 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he is now 


in a position to make any statement | 


regarding the charges of cruelty and 
torture to Chinese coolies which have 
been brought against Li-Kiu-Lu, who 
was a Chinese police sergeant at the 
Langlaate or Croesus mine in the Trans- 
vaal, 

Mr. CHURCHILL: 


It was reported 


to the Superintendent of Foreign Labour 





+See Col, 21-23. 


for | 


repatri- 
lated. It was difficult to get the coolies 
|to give evidence, as they were afraid 
of Li and of the Chinese controller, 
under whose directions it is believed 
Li was acting. The controller, a man 
named Witthauer, has been dismissed, 
and another appointed in his place, and 
the superintendent reports that in con- 
sequence the state of things is more 
satisfactory. Li was sent to Durban 
in course of repatriation, but was brought 
back to the Transvaal by order of the 
Supreme Court on his application for a 
writ of //abeas Corpus against the super- 
intendent. He has now instituted an 
action against the superintendent for 
damages for false imprisonment and can- 
not be repatriated pending that action. 


Mr. BELLOC (Salford, 8S.) asked by 
|'whom the expense of sending Li to 
Durban was borne. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said the expenses 
of coolies repatriated for misconduct 
| under the Ordinance were borne by the 
| importer. 





|_*Mr. MACKARNESS (Berkshire, 
| Newbury) asked whether any prosecution 
| was to be instituted, seeing that this 
controller, Witthauer, had in the presence 
of witnesses admitted to the Superinten- 
dent of Foreign Labour that he had 
ordered the flogging of Chinese. 


Mr. CHURCHILL thought the cir- 
cumstances conveyed in his Answer 
| would suggest that the machinery of 
| justice in South Africa worked very 
| independently both of Government and 
other influences; but Lord Elgin had 
directed an inquiry to be made whether 
there was a case that would justify a 
criminal prosecution. 


Sir HENRY COTTON : I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he is able to give any 
official information regarding the truth of 
the charges of torture and cruelty to 
Chinese coolies which have been publicly 
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made against Messrs. Wilson and Suther- 
land, compound manager and _ police 
officer respectively, employed on the New 
Kleinfontein Mine in the Transvaal. 


(Questions. 





Mr. CHURCHILL: The Secretary 
of State has received the following 
information in a telegram from Lord 
Selborne: “An enquiry was at request 
of the acting lieutenant-governor held 
last month by Buckle, first civil magis- 
trate, Johannesburg, into certain charges 
of flogging coolies of the New Klein- 
fontein mine. The enquiry was held on 
the mine and lasted three days. Johnson, 
who made charges, was given every 
opportunity of supporting them. All the 
Chinese coolies were marched past him, so 
that he might identify those he says 
were flogged. He selected eight. He 
gave the names of twelve European 
witnesses to Buckle, who, he said, could 
corroborate his statements. Eight of 
these were examined ; the other four could 
not be traced. The eight examined flatly 
contradicted Johnson’s statements, Of 
the coolies identified by Johnson as 
having been beaten, five entirely denied 
having been beaten or having either seen 
or heard of anyone else being beaten ; the 
other three contradicted one another. 
Wilson and Sutherland were also ex- 
amined, and stoutly denied the charges 
against them ; other white employees on 
the mine were examined, and denied that 
any flogging had taken place. Mr. 
Buckle, in his Report, says that there is no 
corroboration worth considering of John- 
son’s charges of assault, while there is a 
considerable body of evidence contra- 
dicting them. He also says that from 
the demeanour of the coolies who gave 
evidence before him, he is satisfied that 
they are not terrorised into silence by 
fear of the compound authorities, and 
further that in his judgment Wilson is 
not a man likely to be guilty of brutality.” 
Lord Selborne is transmitting Mr. 
Buckle’s full Report to the Secretary of 
State by mail. 


Cotton Growing in British Colonies. 


Mr. SHACKLETON — (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 


whether he can give any information as 
to the progress of cotton growing in 
British Colonies, and any _ statistics 
showing the quantity of cotton grown 
under the auspices of the British Cotton 
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Questions. 


Growing Association ; and whether the 
House may rely on the Government 
giving all the assistance in their power 
to the furtherance of the object of this 
association. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I will lay on 
the Table a Paper containing the 
complete statistics of cotton growing 
within the British Empire so soon as the 
returns for last year are complete. 
Meanwhile I shall be very glad to send 
my hon. friend the figures at present 
available for this year and the last four 
years. For the sake of brevity in an 
oral Answer, I will only say now that in 
1902 the amount of cotton exported from 
sritish Colonies to the United Kingdom 
comprised only 827 bales, of the value of 
£4,742. In 1904 the amount had risen 
to 9,438 bales, of a value of £52,026 ; 
while the amount exported to all other 
countries, which in 1902 was 2,093 bales, 
of a value of £11,467, rose in 1904 to 
12,037 bales, of a value of £61,475. The 
figures for 1905 are not yet complete. 
The amount of cotton grown under the 
auspices of the British Cotton Growing 
Association was in 1903 approximately 
estimated at 1,900 bales, of a value of 
£29,000 ; in 1904 this had risen to 6,000 
bales, of a value of £80,000; and in 
1905 to 14,200 bales, of a value of 
£190,000. The estimate for 1906 far 
surpasses all previous records, and the 
total crop is computed at 20,000 bales of 
a value of £330,000. I think these 
figures which exceed an arithmetical 
progression are highly remarkable and 
encouraging especially considering the 
brief period during which the experi- 
ment has been made. The multiplica- 
tion of the sources of cotton supply 


cannot fail in the course of time, 
by averaging climatic risks, — and 


consequently preventing unusual short- 
ages to exercise a steadying influence 
upon cotton prices, with a resulting res- 
traint upon cotton gambling. The Secre- 
tary of State is warmly interested in the 
work of the British Cotton Growing 
Association. The policy initiated under 
the late Administration will be maintained 
and I trust pursued. ‘The Government 


is in cordial co-operation with the Asso- 
ciation in the furtherance of its work, 
both by means of monthly conferences 
held at the Colonial Office with representa- 
tives of its council, and through the 
assistance which is given to its objects by 
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Questions. 


the Imperial Department of Agriculture 
in the West Indies, and by the Govern- 
ments of African Colonies and Depen- 
dencies. 


The Native Rising in Natal. 

Mr. OGRADY (Leeds, E.) : I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether his attention has been 
called to the statement made on behalf of 
the Natal Ministry that Natal declines to 
seek the assistance of the Imperial Gov- 
ernment in the settlement of the Native 
troubles ; and, if a settlement is effected, 
hy armed force, whether such settlement 
will be submitted for the consideration of 
His Majesty’s Government and the House 
of Commons. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I do not think I 
can with advantage add anything to the 
replies which I gave on this subject to the 
hon. Member for Blackpool yesterday.+ 


Tibetan Indemnity. 

Mr. O'GRADY: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India if the 2,400,000 
taels to be paid by China as the cost 
of the Younghusband expedition will 
he allocated to the Indian Exchequer, as 
the cost was borne by such Exchequer ; 
whether, having regard to the fact that a 
special commissioner was to be sent to 
Calcutta to negotiate a treaty of settle- 
ment with China on behalf of Tibet in the 
matter of the Younghusband expedition, 
he will say why such treaty was signed 
in Pekin instead of Caleutta; whether 
the Grand Lama of Tibet is still alive ; 
and whether, as the result of the present 
treaty of settlement, the Grand Lama, if 
still alive, will be restored to power and 
place by the British Government. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Mr. JoHN Morwey, Montrose 
Burghs): (1.) The indemnity payable 
under the ‘Tibet Convention will be allo- 
cated to the Indian Exchequer. (2.) The 
hegotiations conducted at Calcutta by 
the special Chinese Commissioner, having 
proved abortive, they were renewed at 
Pekin at the instance of the Chinese 
Government, and the ‘Treaty has accord- 
ingly been signed there. (3.) As far as 
lam aware, there is no reason to doubt 
that the Dalai Lama is still alive. (4.) 
Neither the Tibet Convention nor the 





t See Column 233. 
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Treaty with China gives the British 
Government the right to interfere with 
the form of the Government of Tibet. 


Questions. 


Processions in India. 

*Dr. RUTHERFORD (Middlesex, 
Brentford): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether his attention 
has been drawn to the recent suppression 
of the Bengal Provincial Conference at 
Barisal, by the police and to the arrest 
and fining of Surendra Nath Banerjee 
lately a member of the Legislative Council, 
for taking part in the conference and a 
procession, at which national songs were 
sung ; and whether he proposes to restore 
the right of public meeting and of orderly 
procession in the province. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: I understand 
that the case in which Mr. Surendra 
Nath Banerjee was fined is now under 
appeal to the High Court at Calcutta, and 
until the appeal is decided I can make no 
statement as to the propriety of the action 
taken against him. 


Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) asked 
whether native songs and _ processions 
were absolutely prohibited in India. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : I do not think 
that Question arises. Undoubtedly it is 
not true, so far as I can learn, that pro- 
cessions are altogether prohibited in 
India ; I do not for a moment believe it. 


Str H. COTTON asked whether the 
right hon. Gentleman was aware that 
the Government of Eastern Bengal and 
| Assam had issued a circular declaring 
‘such processions, and the utterance of the 
national song, “ Hail Motherland,” to be 
| 





illegal. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : I understand 
that there is a judgment of the court—I 
am not quite sure at the moment what 
| court it is—that it is an illegal proceed- 
|ing. Whether that is a sound piece of 
| policy or not is another question, and I 
/am considering the whole case of these 
processions and proceedings. 





| 
| 
| 
Indian Excise Revenue. 

| Mr. ©. E. SCHWANN (Manchester, 
N.) : I begto ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether his attention has been 
drawn to the resolution passed at the 


P 
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second All India Temperance Conference 
at Benares, on December 26th 
complaining of the rapid increase of the 
Government revenue from intoxicating 
liquors and drugs, which has arisen from 
£1,250,000 in 1870 to £4,076,681 in 
1901-2, i.¢., had,quadrupled within thirty 
years ; and whether he will do all in 
his power to gradually substitute other 
forms of revenue, and cause the Govern- 
ment of India to seriously contemplate 
the gradual abandonment of the actual 
system of farming out the sale of such 
commodities by the Government, and the 
more immediate reduction of such revenue 
by restricting the number of liquor and 
opium shops and dens, and by dis- 
countenancing the licensing of such places 
near factories and schools and at religious 
and civil fairs, and by giving weight to 
the memorials and protests of the in- 
habitants of localities in India, averse to 
the drinking and drug-taking habits 
amongst its people of nearly every race 
and religion. The hon. Member further 


Questions. 


asked if the revenue had not now gone | 


up to £5,500,000 ? 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: The revenue 
from the excise of liquors and drugs was 
£2,374,000 in 1870-1 and £4,076,000 in 
1901-2 in sterling at the exchange rate 
of each date. As no accurate statistics 
of consumption exist, it is impossible to 
say to what extent the increase in revenue 
represents increased consumption. The 
population of British India has increased 
by 25 per cent., the duties on liquors 
and drugs have been frequently increased 
and the excise administration has been 
made much more efficient against smugg- 
ling. The settled policy of the Govern- 


ment of India, as stated by them, is to | 


minimise temptation, and in that policy 
they are pledged to subordinate all 
considerations of revenue. A committee 
is now sitting in India to consider the 


administration of excise in respect of | 


intoxicating liquors and to promote re- 
forms. 
been similarly examined, and I under- 
stand that various measures have been 
taken to suppress abuses. 


Turkey and Egypt. 
Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Black- 
pool): I beg to ask the Secretary 
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(solely to Tabah and neighbourhood or 
extends to the whole of the Peninsula, 
encluding the important quarantine 
station of Tor. 


Questions. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp 
GreY, Northumberland, Berwick): The 
demands put forward by the Turkish 
/Government have extended far beyond 
Tabah and its neighbourhood, and have 
rendered it necessary that there should 
be a joint delimitation of the whole 
frontier on that side, and that pending 
a general settlement the Turkish forces 
should retire from Tabah. This is what 
His Majesty’s Government have asked 
from the beginning, but what the Porte 
has hitherto declined. The Porte is now 
being urged again to agree to it. I 
cannot say anything further as to the 
course of the negotiations at tais moment. 


Egyptian Boundary Pillar at El Arish. 
Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether Turkish troops have removed 
‘boundary pillars placed to mark the 
frontier between Turkish and Egyptian 
territory in the neighbourhood of El 
Arish ; and, if so, what steps are being 
taken to maintain the rights of the 
Egyptian Government in this district. 


Si EDWARD GREY: After this 
statement appeared in the press, His 
Majesty’s Ship “ Minerva” was ordered 
to proceed to El Arish to ascertain what 
has happened and to bring back a report, 
but it has not yet been received. Sir N. 
U’Conor has been informed by the Grand 
Vizier that a Commission will be des- 
patched to make enquiries, and if the 
pillar has been disturbed to repair and 
replace it. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Graves- 
end): I beg to ask if there are any Papers 
regarding the delimitation of boundaries 

between Egyptian and Turkish terri- 
| tory since the British occupation of Egypt 
| that can be laid on the table ? 


Sirk EDWARD GREY 
' notice of the Question. 


asked ior 


of | 








State for Foreign Affairs whether the | Hague Conference. 
territory claimed by the Turkish Govern-| Mr. BYLES (Salford, N): I beg to 
ment in the Sinai Peninsula is confined | ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
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Affairs, whether he can now inform the 
House of the probable date of meeting of 
the second Hague Conference ; who are 
likely to be the British delegates ; and 
what subjects for discussion will be in- 
eluded in the programme submitted by 
His Majesty’s Government. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: Some of the 
Powers have pointed out objections to hold- 
ing the Conference in July, and it has been 
suggested that a later date should be 
chosen which would give more time for 
the consideration of the programme, 
which it is proposed to disenss. The 
programme is submitted by the Russian 
Government, who are the Conveners of 
the Conference. I cannot yet say what 
subjects may be added to the programme 
already published. The British Delegates 
have not yet been selected, but prepara- 
tion is being made for a full consideration 
hy His Majesty’s Government, before the 
Conference meets, of the subjects, which 
will be, or are likely to be discussed at it. 


Mr. BYLES : Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that at the last Conference 
the subject of an international agreement 
for the reduction of armaments was 
definitely left to the Signatory Powers 
to give—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order, that 
does not arise out of the Question. 


Motor Bus Accidents. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if his attention has been called to 
the skidding of a motor bus, on the 
afternoon of the 24th April, in Seymour 
Street, Euston Road, which resulted in 
the wrecking of three four-wheeled cabs, 
the killing of a horse, and injury to a 
cabman ; and will he state whether, in 
the interests of public safety, he can take 
any steps to require the owners of motor 
buses to provide serrated or roughened 
tyres to prevent side slips. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. H. 
(GLADSTONE, Leeds, W.): I have made 
inquiry and find that the facts are as 
stated in the Question, The Metropolitan 
Police do what they can in this matter 
under their existing powers as to the 
licensing of omnibuses ; but they cannot 
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insist on the adoption of any particular 
form of tyre; and it would be most 
undesirable to do so in the existing state 
of knowledge and while manufacturers are 
actively experimenting with new forms of 
tyres. The whole subject comes within 
the reference of the Select Committee of 
this House on Cabs and Omnibuses. 


Irish Local Government Building Experts 
—Case of Mr. Francis Quinn. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, S$.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if he will say on 
whose recommendation Mr. Francis Quinn 
has been appointed building expert to the 
Home Office for the Belfast and North 
of Ireland districts ; what experience has 
Mr. Quinn had of building and contract 
work generally, other than the building 
of small dwelling-houses; whether Mr. 
Quinn is a member of the Builders 
Association in Belfast ; and whether Mr. 
Quinn’s standing amongst builders in 
Belfast is such as to inspire confidence in 
his appointment amongst those whose 
work may have to be criticised and re- 
viewed by him. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: The hon. Member 
is, I think, under some misapprehension. 
There is no such post as that mentioned 
in the Question, nor has Mr.Quinn received 
any appointment from the Home Office. 
What has happened is this. It has been 
necessary on two occasions in the North 
of Ireland to call in expert advice on 
building matters ; and the gentleman who 
was then employed being now dead. 
Mr. Quinn made an application recently 
that his name might be accepted and 
noted for similar employment when 
occasion arose. He was informed that 
his name would be noted, but no promise 
of employment was given him, and 
inquiries would of course have to be made 
as to his qualifications before he was 
engaged. I may add that the occasion 
on which it is found necessary to call in 
expert advice on these matters are very 
rare. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down 8S): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman say whether Mr. 
Quinn did not produce testimonials from 
eight leading Unionists — professional 
Gentleman—in the city of Belfast ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 
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Administration of the Vaccination Acts. | 

Mr. WILKIE (Dundee) : I beg to ask | 
the Secretary of State for the Home | 
Department whether in view of the. 
manner in which the Vaccination Acts 
have been administered, and the treat- 
ment to which some _ conscientious 
objectors have been subjected, mainly 
owing to lack of uniformity in adminis- 
tration, he will, in the circular he is 
about to issue, give instructions as to the 
manner of examination of poor applicants, 
and arrange that whatever ameliorative 
administrative improvements are issued 
shall be made applicable to Scotland, 
where, recently, respectable citizens have 
been imprisoned because they held con- 
scientiously that this practice was not 
only useless but dangerous, 


Questions. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: In the circular 
which I am about to issue I propose to 
draw the attention of magistrates to 
what I am advised is the real meaning 
and intention of the Act, and to suggest 
considerations which may properly be 
taken into account in dealing with 
applications ; but I have no authority to 
give any instructions in the matter. 
The Act does not extend to Scotland, 
and the latter part of the Question 
should be addressed to the Secretary for 
Scotland. 


Dock Regulations. 

Mr. WILKIE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary for the Home Department 
whether he is aware that the dock 
regulations for the protection of life and 
limb on board ships in docks and 
harbours, which came into foree on 
January Ist, 1905, are being generally 
evaded; and, if so, will he take the 
necessary steps to secure their efficient 
administration. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: It is no doubt: 
the case that less progress has been made 
as regards compliance with the pre- 
cautions prescribed by the dock regula- 
tions in the case of ships than in 
the case of the docks themselves; but 
it must be remembered that the 
difficulties are much greater, and 
I must also point out to the hon, 
Member that regulations 6 and 8 so 
far as they require structural alterations | 
of a ship do not come into force till 1908. 
I am taking steps to strengthen the | 
inspection of docks, and I would refer | 
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him on this point to my pie Answers 
i 


Questions. 


of March 5tht and April 2nd.t{ 
New Spanish Tariffs. 

Mr. W. PRIESTLEY (Bradford, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he is aware that 
the Spanish Government propose from 
July Ist next to increase by 75 to 100 
per cent. the import duties on woollen 
and worsted manufactures imported from 
this country, mainly from Bradford, and 
that it will be difficult for British 
merchants and manufacturers to complete 
existing orders by that date; that the 
new duties will be payable in gold instead 
of in silver as heretofore, involving a 
further increase of duty of from 15 to 
30 per cent., according to the rate of 
exchange ; and whether, in view of the 
effect on the textile manufacturing centres, 
and especially Bradford, he will state 
whether he proposes to take any steps 
to secure a modification or remission of 
the new tariff. 


THE PRESIDENT or THe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Ltoyp-GrorGe, Carnar- 
von Boroughs): I am aware of the pro- 
posed new Spanish tariff which has been 
carefully examined by the Board of Trade 
in consultation with their Commercial 
Intelligence Committee and the Chambers 
of Commerce. Steps have been taken to 
bring to the notice of the Spanish Govy- 
ernment the views of the British trading 
community as to the effect likely to he 
produced by the proposed tariff on British 
trade. 


Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) : Is the 
right hon, Gentleman aware that the 
French newspapers are protesting that 
the new Spanish tariff will have the effect 
of excluding French goods ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The tariff 
no doubt hits other countries just as hard 
as it does Great Britain. 


Food and Drink Imports. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington)*: | 
beg to ask the President of the Board otf 
Trade, the total value of imports of: food 
and drink into the United Kingdom, from 


Foreign countries and British Colonies 


respectively, during 1905. 
+ See (4) Debates, cliii., 74. 
t See (4) Debates, clv,, 170-1. 
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(Questions, 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The value of 
the imports of food and drink (excluding 
tobacco) from Foreign countries in 1905 
was £169,274,128 and from British 
Possessions £59,121,711. 


Stafford Postmen’s Promotion Grievance, 

Mr. C. E. SHAW (Stafford) : I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General if he will 
explain why the appointment of inspector 
of postmen at Stafford has been given to 
a man who was at Shrewsbury post office, 
whose age is about thirty years, and whose 
length of service is about eleven or twelve 
vears ; why about twenty men at Stafford 
post office have been passed over, some of 
whom have been in the postal service 
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from twenty-five to thirty years ; ‘whether | 
the usual custom and rule of promotion | 
in such cases has been strictly adhered to ; 
and, if not, will he say why it has been 
departed from. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SYDNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar): There was no postman at 
Stafford fully qualified to perform the 
duties of inspector of postmen. I there- 
fore felt it necessary to select an officer 
from another office in accordance with the 
usual practice in such cases. 


Mr. C. E. SHAW: Is it not the fact 
that one of the local staff was appointed 
pro tem to fill the position for fifteen | 
months ? | 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : Possibly he 
may have been tried temporarily, but not | 
successfully, I have not the facts before 
me. 





Sub-Post Offices. 

Mr. DUNCAN SCHWANN (Cheshire, | 
Hyde): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General how many sub-offices_were closed | 
during the year 1905, and for what | 
reasons. | 
| 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : During the | 
vear 1905, sixteen sub-ottices were closed 
—eight through lack of suitable candi- 
dates, four through lack of business and 
two in conseyuence of re-arrangements. 
Of the remaining two, one was a tempor- 
ary office and the other was abolished 
when the whole village was removed for | 
the construction of a new reservoir. [| 
might add that the total number of sub- | 
post offices is nearly 22,000. 
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Merionethshire Education Inquiry. 

Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS : I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he can give theresult of the 
inquiry he instituted in Merionethshire. 
I beg also to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether his 
attention has been drawn to the fact that 
the barrister he employed to hold the 
inquiry in Merionethshire insisted upon 
knowing the income and expenditure of 
the managers of every intermediate school 
in the county for the last six years, the 
number of pupils at each school during 
those years, and an estimate of the ex- 
penditure for the current year; will he 
explain why all this costly information 
was necessary ; and how accounts for the 
last six years can have anything to do 
with the new conditions arising out of 
the Act of 1902. 


THE PRESIDENT oF tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHN 
3URNS, Battersea): The Merioneth 
county council desire to increase the 
grants from the county fund to the five 
secondary schools in the county which 
were established prior to the coming into 
operation of the Education Act, 1902, 
and consequently that the amount which 
may be raised in any year out of the 
rates for the purposes of Part II. of the 
Act shall be extended. The inspector 
who held an inquiry on the subject of 
this extension considered that it was 
material to know the income and expen- 
diture of the schools in previous years, as 
well as the estimated expenditure for the 
present year, before he made his Report. 
The giving of the information should not, 
I think, be costly. Most of it was re- 
ceived on Friday last, and the rest has 
been promised. When it is received the 
inspector will complete his Report, and 
as soon as practicable afterwards a deci- 
sion will be arrived at with regard to the 
subject matter of the inquiry. 


In reply toa further Question Mr. Burns 
was understood to say that in his opinion, 
the inspector would not have been doing 
his duty had he failed to call for the 
information referred to. 


Education—State Building Grants to 
Voluntary Schools. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Education whether he can state the 
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years during which State grants were 
made in aid of the building of voluntary 
schools ; the aggregate of State grants 
made during that time ; the total number 
of voluntary schools, by denominations, 
in the building of which the State 
rendered assistance ; and how much was 
the aggregate of building grants placed 
to the credit of each class of voluntary 
school. 


Questions. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to THE BOARD or EDUCA- 
TION (Mr. Loven, Islington, W.): I 
must refer the hon. Member to the Blue- 
book presented to Parliament in 1902, 
which gives full information on the 
subject. Building grants were _ first 
granted in 1833. No applications were 
received after December 31st, 1870, and 
the last grant was actually paid in 1881. 
Grants amounting to £1,766,854 were 
paid to 6,765 schools ; 5,965, national or 
Church of England schools received 
£1,515,205 ; eighty-seven Roman Catholic 
schools received £50,579 ; 713 Wesleyan, 
British, and other schools received 


£201,070. 


Schools Transferred to School Boards. 

*Mr. MASSIE (Wiltshire, Cricklade) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Edueation what number of schools held 
upon educational trusts have been trans- 
ferred to school boards or county councils 
under Section 23 of the Act of 1870; 
whether any money consideration has 
been paid for the transfer; and, if so, 
how much. 


Mr. LOUGH : The records preserved 
in the Board’s office show that previously 
to 1902, 1,383 voluntary schools were 
transferred to school boards under 
Section 23 of the Act of 1870. The 
records are, however, almost entirely 
confined to cases in which building 
grants had been made. Many of these 
transfers were for very short periods 
pending the erection of a school board 
building in their place. Of the 1,383 
schools only some 600 are now used as 
public elementary schools. Since the 
Act of 1902, 180 transfers of voluntary 
schools under Section 23 have been 
sanctioned, and of these 161 have been 
completed. It was always held by the 
Education Department that only a 
nominal consideration could be paid for 
the transfer of a school under Section 23, 
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except in the case where a debt was 
charged on the premises of the school. | 
do not know how many payments of this 
kind were made by school boards, but [| 
believe they were few. Since 1902 the 
Board have sanctioned the payment of 
debts in thirty-six cases, and in those 
cases the transfer would be completed 
under Section 23, Of these cases thirty 
were British and  undenominational 
schools, one Wesleyan, and five Church 
of England, the total amount involved 
being £14,437. In twenty-one cases the 
Board have sanctioned by scheme the 
alienation of school buildings, or an 
interest in school buildings, subject to 
educational trusts, to the local education 
authority for valuable consideration, but 
in those cases the transfer of the school 
would be completed under Section 19. 
In thirteen of these cases the transfer 
was effected by lease and in eight cases 
by sale; the purchase money, amounting 
to £12,026, was mainly expended in 
payment of debts. 


Questions. 


School Grants. 
*Mr. MASSIE: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education 


what is the total amount of public money 
that has been paid to the managers or 
promoters of voluntary schools for the 
maintainance or building of such schools 
from grants and from rates respectively. 


Mr. LOUGH: As regards the period 
up to the end of 1902, the total main- 
tenance grants from the Exchequer in 
respect of voluntary schools amuunted 
approximately to £82,750,C00 sterling ; 
but it must be remembered that a 
considerable number of the voluntary 
schools in respect of which those grants 
were paid are not now in existence as 
voluntary public elementary — schools. 
During that period no grants to such 
schools were payable from the rates. As 
regards the period since 1902, separate 
records have not been kept of the Ex- 
chequer grants paid to local education 
authorities in respect of voluntary as 
distinct from council schools ; and I have 
no information as to the amount 
expended from local sources in respect 
of the maintenance of voluntary schools. 
The total building grants paid from the 
Exchequer to voluntary schools amounted 
to £1,766,854. But of the 6,765 schools 
which received those grants, only some 
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Questions. 


5,000 are believed now to be in existence | 
as voluntary public elementary schools. | 
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Member for South Somerset asks me to 
say that he will be glad to supply my 


Questions. 


hon. friend with a copy of the by-law 


House of Commons Refreshment Depart- 
ment—Pensions for Old Servants. 

Mr. WARDLE (Stockport): I beg 
to ask the hon. Member for Mid Derby- , 
shire, as Chairman of the Kitchen 
Committee, if any provision has been 
made for pensions for waiters who have 
been in the service of the House for 
twenty-one years or over, or if he will | 
consider the advisability of making such 
provision. 


Mr. JACOBY (Derbyshire, Mid.) : No 
provision has been made for pensions for 
waiters who have been in the service of 


this House for twenty-one years and 
over. I have recently been engaged in 


considering a pension scheme for the 
permanent staff of the refreshment depart- 
ment. As the hon. Member is no doubt 
aware, the initial difficulty of a pension 
scheme is that of pounds, shillings, and 
pence. Subject to our financial position 
heing favourable, and with the sanction 
of the Kitchen Committee, I hope to 
commence making provision for the pur- 
pose this year. 


I 


at present in force on the subject. 


| may add that the annual election of four 


of the conservators gives an opportunity 
to the commoners to enforce their views 
if they think the precautions already 
taken are insufficient. 


Consumption in Crofting Counties. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the 
Secretary for Scotland, in view of the 
statement contained in the public health 
circular of March 10th last, entitled 
Administrative Control of Pulmonary 
Phthisis, will he state whether arrange- 
ments will be made for the notification 
of the disease in each of the six crofting 
counties. 


THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Sinciatr, Forfarshire): The ques- 
tion whether the Infectious Disease 
(Notification) Act should be extended to 
include consumption is one for the 
decision of the local authorities con: 
cerned. The procedure required to be 
carried through is set forth in Section 7 
of the aforesaid Act. I have also to 


|refer the hon. Member to Part IV. of 


Ashdown Forest. 

Mr. COWAN (Surrey, Guildford) : I 
heg toask the hon. Member for South | 
Somerset, as representing the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, whether he 
is aware that large areas in Ashdown 
Forest have recently been devastated by 
incendiary fires; and whether, having 
regard to the frequency of these fires 
and to the injury they are causing to one 
of the largest and most beautiful tracts 
of common land within easy access of the 
metropolis, he will take steps to induce 
or enable the Conservators of Ashdown 
Forest, by legislation or otherwise, to 
more efficiently discharge their duty of 
preserving it from wanton damage. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden): My hon. friend has asked me 
to answer the Question. No communica- 
tions on this subject have been received, 
and the Board of Agriculture have no 
jurisdiction in the matter. The control 
of the forest is vested in the conser- | 
vators, who have ample power under the | 
award to make by-laws for the preven- | 
tion of incendiary fires. 


The hon. 


‘the Local Government Board’s Circular 
of March 10th last to which he alludes. 


Local Taxation in the Island of Lewis. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland whether the Commissioners 


/ appointed to inquire into the incidence 


of local taxation in the island of Lewis 


have yet completed their inquiries ; and, 


if so, will he state when the Report will 
be laid upon the Table of the House. 


Mr. SINCLAIR : The inquiry is now 
being concluded in the island of Lewis, 
and the Report will be laid on the Table 
as soon as it is received and considered. 


Scottish Fishery Statutes. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland whether arrangements 
have yet been made for penalties recovered 
for breaches of fishery statutes to be 
placed at the disposal of the Fishery 
Board. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: A Bill has been 
prepared and will shortly be introduced. 
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Continental Gipsies in Scotland. 

*Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland whether his attention 
has been called to the alarm excited in 
various districts in Scotland by the 
incursion of bands of continental gipsies ; 
whether they are permitted to land as 
political refugees; whether more are 
arriving in detachments of nineteen or 
less, so as to comply with the new regu- 
lations under the Aliens Act ; and whether 
the Government will take steps to pro- 
vide for the safety of the public, to 
expedite the departure of the bands now 
in the country, and to prevent similar 
incursions in future. 
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Mr. SINCLAIR: The gipsies referred | 


to by the hon. Member are not, so far as 
iny information goes, correctly described 
as political refugees. They state that they 
are merely passing through this country 


with an eye to business on their way to | 


[taly. No question as to their admission 
or exclusion has arisen, as they have 
come in parties of less than twenty, the 
ininimum limit affected by the Aliens 
Act. The Government are alive to the 
inconvenience caused by such immigrants, 
and have taken all possible steps to 
watch and control their proceedings. As 
regards the future I understand my right 
hon. friend the Secretary of State for 
Home Affairs, in whom the administration 
of the Aliens Act is vested, is making 
inquiries, and is prepared to take any 
steps competent under that Act. 


*COLONEL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square): Is there much “ business ” 
to be done in the districts the gipsies 
occupy ! 


*Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON asked 
whether the right hon. Gentleman and 
the Home Secretary would take into con- 
sideration the question of dealing with 
these gipsies under Section 3 of the Act 
as undesirables. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: No doubt that ques- 
tion will come before my right hon, 
friend. 


Mr. GULLAND (Dumfries Burghs) : 
Cannot these people be dealt with by the 
ordinary courts if they break the law in 
any way ! 





(Juestions. 416 


*Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON : Per- 
haps the right hon. Gentleman will point 
out to them the advantages of Meigle 
and Forfarshire as places of residence. 


Vaccination Prosecutions in Scotland. 

Mr. WILKIE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary for Scotland if he is aware 
that in the administration of the 
Vaccination Acts in Scotland prosecu- 
tions and imprisonments of respectabl: 
citizens have recently occurred because of 
their conscientious objections to have 
their children vaccinated ; and will he 
issue an order that, pending the promised 
inquiry on this matter, these prosecutions 
and improvements will be suspended. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I have no informa- 
tion as to the particular cases to which 
the hon. Member alludes. The parish 
councils in Scotland have no power to 
make exception in the case of conscien 


tious objectors. Pro ecutions and im- 
prisonments could not be suspended 
without alteration of the law. The Local 


Government Board for Scotland has from 
time to time advised parish councils that 
they may exercise a reasonable discretion 
in the matter of enforcing the statutory 
penalties, both in the case of a prosecution 
for failure to vaccinate a second child, and 
in the case of a second prosecution for the 
same child. In giving this advice, the 
Board has pointed out that, as default 
generally arises from negligence rather 
than from conscientious objection on the 
part of parents, it will be the duty of 
parish councils to use the most careful 
discretion where they relax the strict 
letter of the law in any case which may 
be brought before them. 


Removal of Belfast Policemen. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state what specific 
complaints were made against the two 
police witnesses in the Farrell case, 
which resulted in their removal from 
Belfast, and by whom those complaints 
were made; whether any animadver- 
sion was passed upon them for their 
evidence in the case referred to; 


whether they were afforded any opportu- 
nity of replying to any complaints ; and 
whether he will now direct a reconsidera- 
tion of the transfers or an independent 
inquiry, 





| 
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THE CHIEF SECRETARY for IRE- | 
LAND (Mr. Bryce, Aberdeen, S.): The 
Inspector-General informs me that no 
complaints were made by anyone against 
the two police witnesses in question, and 
that no animadversion was passed upon 
them for their evidence in the case 
referred to. The Inspector-General, when 
arriving at his decision that it was desir- 
able in the public interest to transfer 
these men from Belfast, had before him 
their evidence given at the Court of 
Inquiry ; and in both cases he was satis- 
tied from that evidence alone that they 
had failed in the zealous performance of 
their duties. In these circumstances, the | 
Inspector-General, in the exercise of his | 
discretion, considered it unnecessary that | 
any formal complaint or charge should be | 
preferred against the men, and conse- 
qnently they were not called upon to | 
answer any complaint. The question of | 
transferring men of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabularly from one district to another is 
one for the decision of the Inspector | 
General, and [am not aware of any reason | 
why [ should interfere in the matter. | 

} 

Mr.- MACVEAGH: Are we to) 
understand the Inspector-General _ re- 
moved these constables without any | 
complaints being made against them ? 


Mr. BRYCE: He removed them in | 
consequence of the evidence. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Does the right | 
hon. Gentleman think anybody will | 
believe that ? 


Mr. BRYCE: IT really do not know the 
limit of human helief. I have stated the 


facts. 


Colonel Smythe’s Estate, South 
Westmeath. 

Mr. SULLIVAN (Westmeath, 8S.): I 
heg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of [reland were the 
holdings and the tenants on Colonel 
Smythe’s estate, in South Westmeath, seen 
ly any inspeetor on behalf of the Estates | 
Commissioners before the sale was sane- 
tioned ; how did the Commissioners come | 
to sanction an agreement which an inter- 
mittent lunatic tenant was induced to | 
sign to purchase a farm consisting mainly 
of a swamp at the price fixed on; will 
the Commissioners have this particular 
holding inspected before suing for pay- 
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ment of annuities; and if the price 
and the bonus have been paid to Colonel 
Smythe, will the Commissioners take any 
action to recover the excess ? 


Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that agreements for 
purchase in respect of the estate of Colonel 
James Smyth of Gaybrook were lodged 
with them in August, 1905. The hold- 
ings comprising the estate have not yet 
heen inspected, and it is not anticipated 
that the inspection will take place this 
year. The Commissioners are unable to 
identify the holding to which the Ques- 
tion refers, but if full particulars should 
be furnished to them they will have the 
matter inquired into when the inspection 
is being made. 


Colonel Irwin’s Estate. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
negotiations have been 
proceeding since August, 1904, between 
Colonel Richard Irwin and the Estates 
Commissioners, for the sale of the county 
of Roscommon estate of the former to the 


‘latter; will he say whether any definite 


offer has been made by either party ; 
whether he is aware that three of the 
tenants, namely, James Gibbons, James 
Owens, and Nicholas Fahey, whose first 
statutory term rents were fixed out of 
court so far back as 1883 and 1885, and 
who have been, since that time, receiving 
voluntary abatements of from 20 per 
cent. to 25 per cent. have lodged 
originating notices to have there rents 
revised by the county court ; and that, 
at the instance of the landlord, their 
applications have been transferred to the 
Land Commission ; and, whether, in view 


| . Pre 
| of the character of the existing rents, he 
| will secure for these applications an early 


hearing by the Sub-Commission, so that 
they may be decided before the purchase 
of the estate. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
Land Commission that the estate referred 
to in the Question is at present being 
inspected with a view to their making an 
offer for purchase under Section 6 of the 
Act of 1903. There are sixty-one 
tenants, and there will be a considerable 
quantity of untenanted land for dis- 
tribution if the estate should be purchased. 
No definite offer has yet been made. 
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The three tenants named served applica- 


Questions. 
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Mr. BRYCE: No formal inquiry into 


Questions. 


tions in February last to have fair rents | Irish railway rates has recently been 


fixed. 


A Sub-Commission Court heard | held, but information on the subject is. 


cases in the district in January last, and | being constantly collected by the Depart- 


no further sitting has yet been arranged. | ment 


The decision as to when it may be 
possible to hold a further sitting rests 
with the Land Commission, who are 


obliged to have regard to the claims of | 


other districts. 


Lord Longfori’s Rathwire Estate. 

Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
state how the sale of Lord Longford’s 
Rathwire estate came to be sanctioned 
without any provision having been made 
for the occupants of cottages there ; will 
the sale of another estate of the same 
landlord be availed of to remedy this 
omission ; and will a different inspector 
be sent to examine the condition of those 
cottagers. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
Estates Commissioners that the cottages 
referred to in the Question were not in- 
cluded in tke sale which has already taken 
place on the estate mentioned. The 
Commissioners, however, are at present 
in communication with the vendor’s 


| numerous 


of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction, and inquiries are made 
by the Department into all complaints 
respecting railway rates which they may 
receive. Information on the subject will 
be found in the Department’s fourth and 
fifth Annual Reports. There are 
. exceptional through rates 
for manufactured articles between Great 


| Britain and Ireland, but no instance has 
/come under notice in which these rates 
‘do not apply in both directions. The 
rates charged by railway companies for 
| the carriage of small parcels by passenger 


trains are regulated in each case by the 
company’s special Act. The Department 
has, however, been instrumental in having 
included in several recent Acts provisions 
limiting the charges for such parcels to 
half the maximum rates for ordinary 


parcels traffic by passenger trains. I 
| = . 
may call the hon. Member's attention to 


solicitors as to the manner in which it is | 
proposed that these cottages should be | 


dealt*with, and the matter will be duly | 


considered by the Commissioners when | 
the sale of the second portion of the | 


estate is before them. 


Irish Railway Rates. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether any 
investigation into the rates charged by 
Irish railway companies for the transit of 
goods has recently taken place, and, if so, 
what was the result of such investigation ; 
whether he is aware that preferential 
rates to Ireland are extended to British 
and other manufacturers, thus enabling 
them to undersell the Irish manufacturers, 
while no preferential rates from Ireland 
are extended ; whether his attention has 
heen called to the rates of charges for the 
carriage of the smallest parcels in Ireland 
and their effects upon all classes of the 
community ; and if he will state what 
steps he proposes taking to remedy this 
condition of affairs, 


the reductions in parcels post charges 
which were stated by my right hon. friend 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer yester- 
day, as tending to alleviate the evil 
complained of ; and I may add that the 
whole question of Irish railways is re- 
ceiving my consideration. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the rates 
charged on Irish railways are higher than 
those charged in other countries ? 


Mr. BRYCE: I am not aware, bnt 


I should like notice of the Question. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN : I will give 
it. 

Irish Local Government Auditors. 

Mr. MOONEY (Newry): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland on what grounds the 
Local Government Board acted in 
creating an entirely new and redundant 
office, carrying a salary of £900 a year, 
to an official who is charged with the 
duty of inspecting the judicial work of 
sixteen auditors, who are supposed to act 
independently and without supervision 
even by the Board itself; and whether, 
when sanctioning this rate of salary, the 
Treasury had before them the terms on 
which inspection of the same nature has 
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been provided in England, where the 
work to be inspected involves the 
employment of more than seven times as 
many officials as are employed in Ireland, 
namely, eleven senior auditors, thirty- 
nine auditors, seven assistant auditors, 
and eighty-nine clerks, and where the 
present inspector, who was appointed to 
this oftice only last year, is in receipt of 
no more salary out of the Votes than his 
Irish counterpart. 


Mr. BRYCE: It is not a fact that a 
redundant office has been created, but a 
new office, namely, that of Inspector of 
Audits, was sanctioned by the Treasury 
as the result of a Departmental inquiry 
ordered by them in 1903 into the audit 
system in Ireland. Neither is it a fact 
that auditors are supposed to act in- 
dependently without supervision by the 
Local Government Board. It is the 
function of the Board to assign to the 
auditors their respective duties, and to 
endeavour to secure uniformity of system 
and practice, but in arriving at decisions 
as to the legality or otherwise of ex- 
penditure, the auditors are required to 
act independently of the Board because 
the Board are constituted a Court of 
Appeal from such decisions. The 
Departmental Committee had before 
them full information as to the system of 
audits and the constitution of the audit 
staff in England. In fact one of the 
members of the Committee was the then 
inspector of audits of the English Local 
Government Board. I have no informa- 
tion as to the terms under which the 
present English inspector of audits holds 
office, but according to the Estimates for 
the current year the scale of salary is 
higher than that for the corresponding 
Trish ofticer. 


Irish Local Government Board, Audit 
Department. 

Mr. MOONEY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will lay upon the Table of 
the House a Copy of the Report of the 
Departmental Committee which was 
appointed two years ago to inquire into 
the working of the Audit Department of 
the Irish Local Government Board, and 
of the correspondence which followed 
upon that Report between the Local 
Government Board and the Treasury ; 
and will he say whether it was part of 
the bargain made on that occasion with 
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the Treasury that, if they sanctioned an 
increase in the number and value of the 
appointments in the gift of the Board, 
the Board would make up some of the 
inereased outlay by assessment on the 
resources of the local authorities over 
whom they have statutory powers in the 
making of these assessments. 


Mr. BRYCE: The Report of the 
Departmental Committee referred to is 
a confidential document, and it would be 
contrary. to the established practice to 
publish such a Report or the confidential 
correspondence concerning the reorganisa- 
tion of departments. The Answer to the 
latter inquiry is in the negative. The fee 
charged for each audit depends upon the 
volume of work done and the time 
occupied at the audit, quite irrespective 
of the number of auditors on the Local 
Governmet Board’s staff. 


MARINE INSURANCE BILL [Lorps}. 
Keported, from the Standing Committee 
on Law, &e., with Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, an | to be 
printed. {No. 150.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
150. | 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Com- 
mittee), to be taken into consideration 
upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 182]. 

SELECTION (STANDING COMMIT TEEs). 

Sir Wittiam Brampton GURDON 
reported from the Committee of Selec- 
tion; That they had discharged the 
following Members from the Standing 
Committee on Law, and Courts of 
Justice, and Legal Procedure, in respect 
of the Workmen’s Compensation Bill :— 
Sir Benjamin Stone, Dr. Macnamara, and 
Sie Edward Clarke; and had appointed 
in substitution: Mr. Cochrane, Mr. Cory, 
and Sir Robert Ropner. 


Sir WitirAam Brampton GwuRDON 
further reported; That they had dis- 
charged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures, in respect of the Merchant 
Shipping Acts Amendment (No. 2) Bill: 
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Mr. Osmond Williams, and had appointed | 
in substitution : Mr. Owen Philipps. | 
| 


Reports to lie upon the Table. | 


NEW BILL. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS BILL. 

“To continue and amend The Light 
Railways Act, 1896,” presented by Mr. 
Lloyd-George ; to be read a second time | 
To-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 181.] | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


WAYS AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) | 
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and Means. 44 
the latter part of the quarter, while the 
loss to the Revenue would, he hoped, be 
very slight indeed, 


Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD (Somerset, 
Wellington) asked whether the right hon. 
Gentleman could say what exactly the 
loss to the Revenue would be from the 
acceleration, and whether it would also 
affect the date of the Budget next year, 


Mr ASQUITH said that, according to 
the best estimate which could be formed, 
the maximum loss from the acceleration 
would be £80,000; but he hoped it 
would be considerably less. The accelera- 
tion would not affect the date of next 
year’s Budget. 


*Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
had been 


arranged that the general discussion on 


[Mr.Emmort (Oldham) in the Chair. | 


TEA. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That there shall be charged, on and 
after the fourteenth day of May, nineteen | 
hundred and six, until the fourteenth 
day ot May, nineteen hundred and 
seven, in lieu of the duty now payable on | 
tea, the following Customs import duty | 
on tea (that is to say) :— 
Tea - - - the pound fivepence.” | 
—(Mr Chancellor of the Evchequer.) 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- | 
QUER (Mr. Asquitu, Fifeshire, E.) said | 
that when he was dealing with the pro- 
posed reduction in the tea duty yesterday 
in his Budget statement he suggested that 
it should take effect from July 1st, that 
being the day from which his predecessor 
in office dated the corresponding reduc- | 
tion of last year. But representations 
had come to him from various quarters 
which he had had the opportunity of 
considering in concert with his expert 
advisers, and which satisfied him that in 
the interest, not only of the consumers, 
but of the trade, it would be well to 
accelerate the reduction ; and therefore 
the Resolution which was read from the 
Chair gave the date of the reduction as 
from May 14th, which was practically the 
middle of the quarter. That would give 
the consumer the benefit of the reduction 
of the duty at an earlier date, and enable 
the trade to prepare for the situation by 
leaving unhampered their operations in 





‘the Budget and the broad issues raised 


thereby should be taken on this Resolution, 
It had been customary for the Irish 
Members to seize the opportunity afforded 


by the Budget to raise the question of the 


over-taxation of Ireland, and of the finan- 


| cial relations between that country and 


Great Britain. He did not intend on the 
present occasion to open in detail the 
whole question, but the Chancellor of 


‘the Exchequer would be the first to 
recognise that in a new House of Com- | 
mons it was but natural that the Irish © 
Members should seize the opportunity to | 
raise the question, at any rate on broad | 


lines. The financial provisions proposed 
by Mr. Gladstone in his Home Rule Bills 
of 1886 and 1893 were considered by 
those who had studied the question so 
unsatisfactory, and based upon such loose 
and inconciusive evidence, that a Royal 
Commission was appointed to investigate 
the whole matter. He might recall briefly 
how the matter stood historically. It 
was provided by the Act of Union that 
Ireland was to contribute to Imperial 
expenditure only in proportion to her 
resources, or, in the words used by Lord 
Castlereagh in promoting the Union— 
“The ratio of Ireland’s contribution will 
never exceed that of her relative wealth and 
prosperity.” 
The Commission was appointed to see 
whether Ireland’s contributions had been, 
as promised by Union statesmen and 
provided by the Union, in direct propor- 
tion to her relative taxable capacity. It 
was a remarkable Commission ;_ the 
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majority were British ; it was presided 
over by an admitted financial authority, 
the late Mr. Childers, an Ex-Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, and included amongst 
its members such men of unquestioned 
fitness as the late Lord Farrer, Lord 
Welby, Mr. Bertram Currie, Sir 
David Barbour, and others; while the 
evidence submitted came from all the 
great financial experts of the country. 
The Commission reported that for the 
year 1893-4, Ireland had been over- 
taxed to the extent of £2,750,000. 
That finding was accepted by the Liberal 
Party in the main, and on July 5th, 
1898, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
himself voted in favour of a Resolution, 
which declared that— 

“The disproportion between the taxation of 
Ireland and its taxable capacity as compared 
with other parts of the Kingdom, disclosed by 
the evidence of the Royal Commission con- 
stitutes a grievance, and demands the early 
attention of the Government with a view to 
proposing a remedy.” 


Moreover, the finding was not 
universally rejected by the Conservative 
Party. It was supported by some of 
the ablest Members of that Party, the 
senior Member for the City of London, 
(Sir E. Clarke) in particular having made 
aseries of remarkable speeches in support 
of the view of the Commission. Irish 
Unionists were unanimous on the matter, 
andeventhe Conservative Government did 
not put forward an absolute contradiction. 
What they said was that the investiga- 
tion was not full and complete, that there 
were other aspects of the question which 
the Commission did not inquire into, 
and they suggested the appointment of 
afurther Commission. But though the 
Conservatives remained inoffice ten years, 
that further Commission was never ap- 
pointed, and hence he was entitled to claim 
that the finding to which he had referred 
held the field. In the fifty years prior 
to that Commission the taxation per head 
of the population in Great Britain had 
been reduced by one half. In Ireland it 
had been more than doubled. The 
population in Great Britain had increased 
by many millions, in Ireland it had 
diminished by 4,000,000, or 50 per cent. 
Exactly the same process had been going 


on during the ten years which had since | 


elapsed. The population had further 
diminished by 250,000, and taxation had 
increased from £7,500,000 in 1893-4 to 
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had fallen on all classes of the population, 
but in a special way upon the poorest of the 
poor. One of the things that successive 
Chancellors of the Exchequer had some 
reason to be proud of was the fact that 
they had aimed at equalising the direct 
and indirect taxation of the country, and 
in Great Britain at present the two classes 
of taxation were about equal. But in 
freland the indirect taxation was about 
75 per cent. of the whole,and an enormous 
proportion of the additional £3,000,000 of 
the taxation had been raised from the 
necessaries of life of the poorest of the 
poor. Had Ireland benefited in any 
way by this alditional taxation? What 
was the cause of the increase? The 
simple fact that Ireland, a poor country, 
was tied up in a financial partnership with 
one of the greatest and richest Empires 
of the world. They were often told 
that they ought to be proud of the fact 
that though they were a poor country, 
at any rate they were in partnership 
with a rich one. But the direct effect 
of that partnership upon Ireland was 
that she was forced against her will to 
bear an excessive share of the cost of 
the enormous and bloated armaments of 
the Empire and of the periodical insane 
and wicked wars undertaken by the 
Empire. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer on the previous day had drawn 
an appalling picture of the exorbitant 
expenditure into which the Empire had 
been plunged of recent years. But, after 
all, the representatives of Great Britain 
had some consolation. In Great Britain 
there had been a remarkable increase of 
population, and a growth of prosperity 
in practically every department of com- 
merce and industry, so that although 
there had been such an enormous and 
unjustifiable increase in expenditure the 
people of Great Britain were more 
numerous and better able to bear it than 
they would have been ten years ago. 
But that was not the case in Ireland. 
One fact alone would be sufficient to 
show the cruelty of this additional taxa- 
tion upon Ireland, During the ten years, 
the British Parliament had been obliged 
on three oceasions—in 1894-5, 1897-8, 
and 1904—5—owing to acute distress over 
large portions of the country, to pass relief 
of distress Acts to save large numbers 
of the population from starvation. The 
truth was that Ireland was being taxed 
to death, and it was small consolation or 
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£10,500,000. This additional taxation |sympathy they were in the habit of 
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getting from the Chancellor of the Exche-| was not going to make any com: 


quer. 
the Exchequer made an extraordinary 
defence when he undertook to prove that 
Treland’s grievance was disappearing or 
had almost entirely disappeared. The 
right hon. Gentleman said—— 

“ Although you are paying £3,000,000 a year 
more, still the proportion which you are con- 
tributing from Ireland to the general expenses 
of the Empire is less.” 


The reason of that was perfectly plain. 
It was because in Ireland they had 
reached that danger point where taxes 
produced less and less the more their 
nominal value was increased. By that 
argument it only needed another war for 
Treland’s grievance to disappear entirely. 
It seemed to him that so long as the 
amount which Ireland had to pay to- 
wards the general expenses of the empire 
was not a fixed amount, but a fluctuating 
amount which depended from year to 
year upon the adventures and enterprises 
of successive Governments in this country, 
so long it would be impossible totally to 
remove this injustice. He remembered 
that Mr. Gladstone proposed—he thought 
it was in one of his Bills—to make the 
contribution of Ireland towards the 
general expenditure a fixed sum. He 
thought it was to be £2,000,000. The 
Irish representatives protested against 
that as an excessive estimate. They 
thought then, and thev thought now, 
that it was excessive, but supposing it 
had been fixed, how many millions would 
it have saved Ireland during the last ten 
vears ? They were linked, they were 
told, with a great and rich empire, and 
that ought in itself to be of enormous 
advantage to them. It had not been of 
advantage to them. It had been the 
cause of their ruin. They were bound 
to pay a large share—more than their 
fair share according to the Act of Union— 
of the expenses of the enormous Army 
and Navy; they were bound to pay a 
share of the cost of the punitive expedi- 
tions which were constantly cropping up 
in all parts of the world, and more than 
their share of the cost of all the mad 
wars into which this country might 
be rushed. 


What did this Budget do for Ire- 
Jand? He 


was one of those who 
voted against the coal tax when it 
was proposed, and therefore he 


Mr. John Redmond. 


T.ast year the then Chancellor of | 


plaint that the right hon. Gentleman 


should take it off. But he could not 


help remembering that when the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was looking 
round for taxes to take off, the one he 
first selected was the only tax of which 
Ireland paid none at all, for they had no 
coal toexport. It was worth noting that 
theright hon. Gentlemen, instead of remov- 
ing a tax which would have helped Ireland 
in some degree, only removed one, no 
portion of which that country paid. As 
to the tax on tea, he was very glad that 
the right hon. Gentleman had dealt 
with it, but he regretted that it had not 
been more thoroughly dealt with. He 
would have preferred that the right 
hon. Gentleman had spent the whole of 
the surplus in taking the tax off tea. 
A penny off tea was very small, almost 
inappreciable, but as far as it went it 
would be a boon to the poor, and there- 
fore in Ireland to the poorest of the poor. 
He made no complaint. But that was the 
only benefit Ireland got directly or in- 
directly from this Budget, unless the 
right hon. Gentleman was serious when he 
said yesterday that Ireland would get 
some material benefit from the lowering 
of the rates for the parcels post. He 
desired to make an appeal to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. Of course 
he did not expect, he was not so foolish 
as to expect, the right hon. Gentleman 
to give them all they would like to re- 
medy the injustices in Ireland at once, 
but there was one thing which he could 
do, and do immediately, which would 
be of enormous value to Ireland. He 
could modify and change the traditional 
attitude of hostility of the Treasury. 
Anybody who had ever had to do at all 
with Irish administration—the Chief 
Secretary was in his place, and he hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would bear out 
what he was saying—knew that the 
Treasury had stood in the way of every 
Irish reform. His own belief was that 
the Treasury made money out of every 
penny it lent to Ireland. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had spoken on the pre- 
vious evening of the enormous increase 
in the ecst of education in this country ; 


he hed said that the total increase 
in the amount spent on _ educa- 
tion in the last ten years in the 


United Kingdom was 60 per cent. That 
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was about seven millions of money, 
but practically the whole of it had 
been spent in England and Wales. The 
amount of the increase of expenditure on 
education in the last ten years in Eng- 
land and Wales had been about six 
millions, in Scotland £787,099, and in Ire. 
land £292,000. He had some very 
interesting figures, the accuracy of 
which would not be disputed, 
showing how the total expenditure 
on education was divided between 
England, Wales, Scotland and Ire- 
land. The figures in regard to popula- 
tion he presumed were taken from 
the last census. The population of 
England was 34,152,977, and the amount 
of education grants was £12,652,548, or 
7s. 4d. per head of the population. The 
figures of these grants were taken from 
the Estimates of 1905-6. The popula- 
tion of Scotland was 4,676,603, and the 
grants were £1,817,290, or 7s. 7d. per 
head of the population. The population 
of Ireland was 4,390,208, and the grants 
were £1,391,721, or 6s. 5d. per head of 
the population. That was to say, on these 
figures of last year’s Estimate if Ireland 
got grants in proportion to the popula- 
tion of the country she would on the 
Scotch scale get £314,000 per year more 
English scale £234,000 
more than she did. He saw, looking 
at figures of the Estimates which had 
just been issued for the year 1906-7, 
that there was a net increase in educa- 
tion grants, amounting in England to 
£490,224, in Scotland to £154,838, and 
in Ireland to £1,502. Why was the 
basis of population, so dear to the heart 
of the Leader of the Opposition when he 
dealt with the question of Irish repre- 
sentation, abandoned in calculating 
these grants? He would tell the 
House why. Because of what he called 
a Treasury device which had operated 
is this way. In the year 1892 he 
thought the Treasury .devised a rule 
that these education grants should be 
divided up in the proportions of eighty 
for England and Wales, eleven for 
Scotland, and nine for Ireland. They 
said that that was based upon the 
amount of Exchequer contributions re- 
ceived from the three countries during 
that year. He knew of no reason in 
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the matter at all. It seemed to him 
that the fair and honest way of dealing 
with the matter would be to give equal 
education grants per head in England, 
Scotland and Ireland. Let him go a 
step further. Not content with having 
made this unfair rule whereby Ireland 
was robbed of hundreds of thousands 
of pounds in comparison with what was 
obtained by England and Scotland, the 
Treasury did not allow Ireland to get its 
due even under that ratio. He would 
give an example of what he meant. 
In 1902, when the Education Act was 
passed in that ratio of eighty, eleven, and 
nine, Ireland was entitled to £185,000 a 
vear as equivalent grant. What became of 
that? Did it go to elucation? Was 
Ireland allowed to obtain the benefit of 
it, or did the Treasury keep its clutches 
off? No, it was put into the new fund 
called the Development Grant Fund, and 
the first thing that happened was that 
the Treasury put its clutches upon it 
and drew out of that fund—away fron 
education altogether—large sums to make 
up the loss on the flotation of stock in 
connection with land purchase, so that 
even the money they were entitled to on 
the false ratio of eighty, eleven, and nine, 
was not allowel to reach education in 
Ireland. Let him give another sample of 
the way in which the Treasury treated 
Ireland. It was a small matter in itself, 
but he would like to call the attention of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to it. 
There was a most admirable system in 
Scotland of industrial schools. These 
institutions necessitated a small State sub- 
sidy of, he thought, £2,000 or £3,000 a year. 
But the amount was every year put upon 
the general Estimates and voted to 
Scotland. A number of philanthropic 
people in Ireland endeavoured a year 
or two ago to establish similar day 
industrial schools in that country. It 
was found that a State subsidy of £2,000 
a year would be required. Did the 
Treasury consent to that? No; they 
would not give a farthing. They turned 
round and said, “ You have got your 
Development Fund Grant—take it vut 
of that.” That was to say, Scotland got 
her equivalent grant in full; Ireland got 
hers, but it was liable to all sorts of 
claims. Then charges like that for day 
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shifted from the shoulders of the Treasury 
and put upon those of the Irish educa- 
tional fund. In the same way at every 
hand and turn the Treasury was engaged 
in trying to rob Ireland. [An Hon. 
Memper: ‘Oh, oh.”] He could assure 
his hon. friend the Member for Bolton 
that if he were as well acquainted with 
the Treasury proceedings as regarded 
Ireland as he was, the hon. Gentleman 
would admit that 
exceedingly moderate. He was only 
stating facts. It had been the habit of 
the administration of the Treasury to 
make a special grant for the building of 
the national school houses in Ireland. 
That grant amounted to £35,000 a year ; 


Ways 


but suddenly, two or three years ago, | 


the Treasury stopped paying it. It 
had been brought within his knowledge 
from many correspondents that the 
greatest inconvenience and injury had 
been caused by the fact that this grant 
was not forthcoming. 


him that they had had plans of school 


houses prepared and that they had been | 


waiting for three years, but were unable 
to go on with the building because of the 
want of the grant. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE-| 
LAND (Mr. Bryce, Aberdecn, S.): The | 


sum of £35,000 is available. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Is 
the Estimates this year ? 


it on 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or | 
THE TREASURY (Mr. McKenna, Mon- | 


mouthshire, N.) : 
ment Grant Fund. 


It is on the Develop- 


*Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he could | 


not contradict the hon. Gentleman, but he 
had been looking into the matter and 


he found that the money had not been | 
This year | 


paid for several years past. 
asum, not of £35,000 but of £15,000, was 
put not on the Education Estimates 


but on the Development Grant Fund. | 
Not one sixpence of that ought to be | 


on the Development Grant Fund. 
That was money which had formerly 
always been sanctioned and put on 
the Education Estimates. The Irish 


Development Grant Fund was now to 
be used to save the Treasury from the 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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his language was | 


In the county of | 
Limerick a number of clergymen had told | 
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necessity of putting this money for school 
buildings on the Education Estimates 
from year to year. He maintained that 
that was a swindle. The Development 
Grant Fund was being used not for the 
purposes for which it was intended, but 
to save the Treasury from paying the 
sum which it had paid for years on the 
Education Estimates. Then what had 
been the action of the Treasury with 
reference to the administration of the 
Land Purchase Act? Everybody knew 
that that administration had been 
cramped and thwarted for many months 
through the Treasury’s refusing to pro- 
vide office accommodation and a suffi- 
cient staff to work the Act. Then 
nothing had been done in the way of the 
/restoration of the evicted tenants to 
bee holdings. He did not blame the 
| Chief Secretary, but that right hon. 
| Gentleman was omitted by the Chan- 
|cellor of the Exchequer from the list 
‘of his Ministerial colleagues who were 
insistent in their demands on_ the 
Treasury. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I cannot allow that 
remark to pass without contradiction. 
My right hon. friend the Chief Secretary 
| for Ireland is one of the worst of the 
whole lot. 


*Mr. JOHN REDMOND s..id th it that 
| did not satisfy him. The Chief Secretary 
had been beaten by the Postmaster-General 
‘and by the Minister for Education. 
| Even at the best the Chief Secretary 
could only stand third, and he certainly 
ought to be first. Why was the evicted 
| tenants question not proceeding more 
rapidly ? It was not the fault of the 
|Chief Secretary or of the Estate Com- 
'missioners. It was the fault of the 





| Treasury, who, he was informed, would 
| not give the necessary staff of inspectors 
| to carry on the work. 


Mr. BRYCE: -I may tell the hon. 
| Gentleman that these inspectors are going 
| to be given. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| *Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he was 
glad to hear that the right hon. Gentleman 
had prevailed with the Treasury and had 
got the necessary assistance to the Estate 
Commissioners, but he complained that 
this demand had been refused for some 
Another which he 


time. thing of 
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complained was that the Treasury staff 
of its own motion and without the 
request of anybody connected with 
Irish education, had ordered the National 
Board of Education to withdraw the 
£12,000 for fees for teaching the Irish 
language. The teaching of the Irish 
Janguage was one of the subjects in 
which the people were much interested, 
and to allow the great national literary 
revival like that going on in Ireland to 
be hampered and interfered with by the 
action of a few officials at the Treasury 
was a proceeding which could not be 
defended. The period was drawing very 
near when some decision would have to 
be come to. There was the keenest 
anxiety to know whether in_ this 
particular the Chief Secretary had been 
successful with the Treasury. The one 
piece of legislation promised by the 
(overnment for Ireland this year was 
a Labourers Bill to provide facilities 
for the erection of decent habitations 
for the working rural population of 
Ireland. General Gordon had said that, 
having travelled all over the world and 
seen squalor and misery in every land, 
he had not come across anything so bad 
as the labourers’ homes in Ireland. The 
success or failure of the Chief Secretary 
depended absolutely on the Treasury. 
Unless cheap money could be got for this 
purpose such as was obtained for the 
settlement of the land question it would 
be impossible for the Chief Secretary 
to bring in a satisfactory Bill. He 
begged the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to take into his serious consideration the 
hard and unsympathetic attitude which 
had always been maintained by the 
permanent officials of the Treasury in 
reference to every Irish proposal.  Al- 
though the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
could not do anything more at present, 
he could inspire in his Department a 
sympathetic feeling towards Ireland and 
afiord those financial facilities which 
the Chief Secretary was asking for to 
enable his Bill to be a success. Certainly 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer ought 
to exert his enormous influence to do 
What he could for the poorest, and by 
far the most heavily taxed, portion of 
the United Kingdom. 


Mr. ASQUITH : I rise to respond to 
the appeal which the hon. Gentleman 
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has made with so much force and modera- 
tion. He was quite right, though it 
was unnecessary, to remind me_ that 
I voted in favour of the Resolution 
which he has quoted, and I have not 
receded one inch in opinion or sympathy 
from the attitude which I took upon that 
occasion. I hope it is not necessary for 
me to assure him that within the limits of 
my possibilities and opportunities it 
will be my most earnest desire to give 
effect to that vote by translating it into 
concrete action. The hon. Gentleman 
has framed an indictment against the 


and Means. 


Treasury which I believe could be 
framed with equal sincerity and equal 
warmth by the representatives of 
England and Scotland; but I can 
assure him that from my _ short 
experience in the Treasury he is 


wrong if he supposes that that Depart- 
ment is animated with special hostility 
to Irish claims. The Treasury is a much 
abused Department, but it is the only 
watch-dog which this country possesses 
to guard the revenues of the country 
against inroads. I do not think that 
it is possible that a more invidious, un- 
welcome, and ungrateful task could be cast 
upon a body of men than that which falls 
on the officials in the Treasury of refusing 
demands or curtailingdemands with which 
they themselves are in complete sym- 
pathy. For myself, as long as I have 
the honour to represent that Depart- 
ment in this House, I shall maintain that 
in this respect they do no more than 
their duty in the situation in which they 
are placed. But I am sure hon. Gentle- 
men will agree that the responsibility in 
the long run does not rest with the offi- 
cials, and it is most unfair to put it upon 
them. It rests with us,and when I say 
us, | mean the Gentlemen who sit upon 
the Treasury Bench. The officials do 
their duty, but the entire and undivided 
responsibility for the decisions com: to 
rests with those who represent the Depart- 
ment and the Government in Parliament. 
I am sure that the hon. Member will agree 
with me that that is the true constitutional 
principle in this matter. Therefore 1 
take upon my shoulders the responsibility 
for everything that has been done or left 
undone since I came into office. Asregards 
the Development Grant, that is not a 
creature of our creation; it is an inci- 
dent of legislation for which we are not 
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responsible, and I am not prepared to say | 


Ways 


that I look either upon its constitution or | 
the regulations with regard to its ex- | 


penditure as in any sense ideally 
satisfactory. But I will give hon. 
Gentlemen from Ireland this assurance 
that so far as my legal powers allow, I 
will see in educational matters par- 
ticularly, where I think that Ireland 
has a real grievance, Irish funds are 
not encroached upon 
Imperial Exchequer shall contribute all 


that can be expected from it upon any | 
principle of justice having regard to} 


fairness to the parts of the United King- 


dom contributing to the Development , 
Member knows, and _ 


Grant. The hon. 
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early part of his speech, what the facts 
are according to the most recent returns, 
I am quoting the return of 10th July, 
1905 — “Imperial Revenue; collection 
and expenditure in Great Pritain and 
Ireland.’ I find from that return that 
the revenue contributed by and collected 
in Ireland in 1899-1900 was £8,664,000. 
In 1904-5, having risen in the interval 
during the war to £10,205,000, it had 
reached £9,753,000, and you must sub- 
tract last year at least £200,000 from 
that, leaving the amount collected in 
Treland about £9,500,000. 


indeed he stated in his speech, that the | 


large automatic growth in the education | 


grant for England and Wales is largely 
due to a circumstance which unhappily is 


not paralleled in Ireland, viz., the growth | 


of the school population. The school 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: It is more 
than £2,000,000 over that. 
Mr. ASQUITH: I think the hon, 


Gentleman quoted the figure £10,500,000. 


Mr. JOKRN REDMOND: 


during certain years. 


That 


was 


population in Ireland has, however, been | 


diminishing, while in England and Scot- 


land it has been increasing. No doubt. 


that is one of the circumstances of which 


Mr. ASQUITH: Yes. It is true of 
1902-3, but I think the hon.* Member 
| mentioned that as the present amount. 


hon. Members for Ireland naturally com- | 


plain. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: And more | 


per head of the population is given. 


Mr. ASQUITH: I have not the 
figures in my head, but I will look into 
the matter. 
tion generally I assure the hon. Gentle- | 
man that he will not find anyone more 
sympathetic with the general desire he 
has expressed for a full and generous 
settlement than I am myself. With | 
regard to the teaching of Irish, the Chief 
Secretary and I have come to the con- | 
clusion that the discontinuance of the | 
grants was not due to us but to the 
cessation of the scheme under which it 
was taught. There have been criticisms, 
and I admit legitimate criticisms, as to the | 
manner in which money was expended. 


And with regard to educa- | 


| Mr. JOHN REDMOND: It is only 
| half a million less, 
| Mr. ASQUITH: It is nearly a million 
less. Then if you come to that amount 
| contributed by Ireland in Part IIT. of this 
return, you will find there is a con- 
siderable diminution. I am not saying 
what was the cause of it, I am stating the 
fact. In 1899-1900 the contribution to 
_Imperial revenue by Ireland was 
£2,676,000, and in the last year with 
which the return deals it had fallen to 
| £2,186,000, The hon, Member will of 
| course reply that that is not due to the 
fact that a smaller amount of revenue 
‘has been collected, but that local ex 
penditure has been enormously scien 
| That is perfectly true, and it is an arguable 
| question how much ‘of that has gone to 
| benefit Ireland. 


My right hon. friend has framed a scheme | 


which, I am sorry to say, owing to the 
pressure of other matters during the last 
week or two, I have not had time to 
consider, but I hope it will give satisfac- 
tion to everybody concerned. On the 


more general question I shouid like to 
point out, with regard to the figures 
which the hon. Gentleman quoted in the 


Mr, Asquith, 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, §.) : It 
is not a question at all. 


Mr. ASQUITH: At all events the 
actual amount is not a question. 


Mr. JOHN O’CONNOR (Kildare, N.): 





It is a mere trick of book-keeping. 
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Mr. ASQUITH: Perhaps my hon. friend 


will substantiate that statement. At all 
events there has been a large increase of 
local expenditure, amounting I think to 
£2,500,000. That is a matter which 
calls for serious inquiry, and I can give 
this assurance on behalf of the Chief 
Secretary and myself, and the Govern- 
ment as a whole, that we intend during 
the next year—in the course, I hope, of 
the next few months—to go carefully 
into this matter, and see how far it is 
possible to deal with it. I hope the 
hon. Member will not expect any specific 
pledge as to time and form at this moment, 
but we intend seriously with the best 
will in the world to investigate the whole 
of this expenditure, and see how far it is 
possible to adjust on a fairer basis what, I 
admit, is the unsatisfactory and inequit- 
able financial relations between the two 
portions of the kingdom. I hope that 
the hon. Gentleman will accept that 
assurance for the present, which is given 
with the greatest sincerity and the full 
intention of redeeming it. 


Sr ROBERT ROPNER (Stockton) 
said the late war could not have been 
avoided and the expenditure on it was 
necessary, but though the National Debt 
stood at the same figure as in 1871 the 
wealth of the country had increased, 
and the Debt was consequently lighter. 
He agreed that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was right in his wish to re- 
duce it as quickly as possible, though 
the fact that he was able to do so was 
mainly due to his predecessor. He 
(Sir Robert Ropner) was one of those 
who approved of the coal tax and 
agreed that the basis of taxation re- 
quired widening. The tendency lately 
appearel to be to reduce indirect 
taxation, while making no efiort to re- 
duce direct taxation. The income-tax 
pressed very hardly upon a great many 
people. A Committee was being ap 
pointed, but in the meantime a great 
many people would think that instead of 
taking off the coal tax something ought 
to have been done for the income-tax 
payer. The coal tax, after all, affected 
only a certain class, and the hon. 
Member for Wansbeck, he thought, was 
entirely mistaken in presuming that the 
working collier would gain anything by 
its removal. He was certain that the 
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tax was mainly paid by the consumer, and 
what was not paid by him was paid by the 
shipowner and the coalowner. Even if 
that were not so he thought, before taking 
off taxation which would affect only a 
certain class in the country, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer might have tried 
to take off taxes which affected the 
whole of the people, and mainly 
the working classes. Speaking personally, 
he, as a shipowner, having to buy coal 
largely in foreign markets, would be a 
gainer possibly to some extent, but the 
matter ought to be looked at as affecting 
the whole country, and from that point 
of view he thought the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, instead of trying to benefit 
one class only, might have taken 
taxation off such things as sugar or 
tea toa larger extent, thereby benefiting a 
larger number of persons. Of course, 
the coal industry would be pleased, and 
the great influence they could bring to 
bear on the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had brought him to see the matter from 
their point of view. Inhis constituency 
the question had not been raised during 
the recent election, and that had been 
the case in other Durham constituencies. 
He shared the view expressed by other 
hon. Gentlemen that the reduction of the 
tea duty by one penny would not benefit 
the consumers. It would no doubt benefit 
the producers, who had complained 
of being unfairly and very hardly treated 
by the imposition of the war tax on tea. 
They no doubt would be very pleased 
with the reduction, because they would 
derive the whole benefit. But in his 
opinion it would have been much better 
if instead of taking off this penny the 
right hon. Gentleman had taken off the 
whole of the war tax of 2d. If the right 
hon. Gentleman had retiined the coal 
tax and had reduced considerably the 
taxes on tea and sugar he would have 
done something for the benefit of the 
people of the country. 


and Means. 


*Mr. COWAN (Surrey, Guildford) said 
that those who sat on the Liberal side of 
the House were pledged to economy, but 
they were also pledged to a number 
of far-reaching reforms which were 
inconsistent with any large reduction of 
the expenditure of the country. The 
House had committed itself among other 
things to the principles of old-age 
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pensions, of the supplying of free 
meals to school children, of a large in- 
crease in the cost of education, and the 
payment of those Members of Parliament 
who were not in receipt of a salary 
as members of the Government. These 
schemes all required money, and it 
was impossible that they could be carried 
through concurrently with any large de- 
crease of expenditure. It was true that 
they had pledged themselves to retrench- 
ment in the great spending departments, 
but they could not delude themselves into 
believing that it was possible by those 
means to obtain sufficient to cover the 
additional expenditure which the social 
reforms to which they were pledged 
would throw upon the country. He 
therefore desired to ask the Committee to 
consider the proposals of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in the light of the 
pledges made by the majority of the 
Members of the House. They might 
make considerable economies in the ex- 
penditure on the Army without de- 
creasing its efficiency, and some small 
economies in the Navy, but they could 
not hope to make such economies as would 
provide sutlicient means for such reforms 
as those to which he had referred. There- 
fore it was necessary to consider the 
proposals of the right hon, Gentleman in 
the light of the possibility of this in- 
creased expenditure. Coming to the 
proposed remissions of taxation, he con- 
sidered the abolition of the coal tax a 
needless throwing away of a valuable 
source of revenue. The coal tax was nota 
protective tax except in the special sense 
that it was designed to protect our coal 
deposits. ‘The Report of the Royal Com- 
mission which considered that question 
had shown that the coal deposits were 
larger than had been supposed and would 
last much longer than had been antici- 
pated. At any rate, they would outlast our 


time and that of our children, and 
inasmuch as posterity had done 
nothing for us he supposed we 


should do nothing for _ posterity. 
However that might be, the fact re- 
mained that this was a very special 
tax, because it was the only tax paid by 
the foreigner. That was admitted, be- 
cause if the tax was not paid by the 
foreigner why should he insert in his 
contracts a clause that if it was with- 
drawn he should have the benefit of the 


Mr. Cowan. 
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Is., and why should the producer allow 
such a clause to be put in if he himself paid 
the tax? In view of the expenditure 
we had to meet, he thought that the coal 
tax should have been retained, but the 
tea duty ought to be reduced by at 
least 2d., so as to confer a tangible 
benefit on the poorer classes of the 
population. Whatever the sugar tax 
might have been when it was_ first 
imposed, everybody must admit that it 
was now a revenue tax, and therefore, 
much as he would like to see it reduced, 
he thought everyone must agree to its 
continuance, because of the revenue 
necessitated to mee‘ the extraordinary ex- 
penditure which the programme put be- 
fore the country would entail. But in 
all these matters, having regard to the 
fact that they were dealing with an 
increasing expenditure, the remission of 
taxation was necessarily very difficult 
indeed. It was only on those grounds 
that he approved of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer’s not reducing the 
income-tax. An income-tax of any- 
thing above 8d. in the £ was a 
war tax, and it should be reduced 
as soon as possible, but a reduction 
from Is. to 1ld. would satisfy nobody. 
The right hon. Gentleman had agreed to 
appoint a Committee to consider the 
question of a graduated income-tax. 
Every one would vote in favour of such 
a measure, but he thought that the 
Committee should have larger powers 
and should consider the whole question 
of taxation with a view to broadening the 
basis of taxation consistently with free 
trade principles. Whether we liked it or 
not, we should require in times to come 
not a reduced but an increased revenue, 
and in his opinion the time had alrea ly 
come to inquire as to the sources from 
which the revenue should be derived. 
He thought if the right hon. Gentleman 
would deal with the larger question 
when appointing this Committee he 
would find himself in happier case when 
in some future year he had to meet this 
Committee and make another Budget 
statement. Unless the right hon. Gentle- 
man looked forward and considered the 
possibility of attacking new sources of 
revenue, he would have to make a very 
disappointing statement indeed. He re- 
spectfully urged the right hon. Gentleman 
to take this matter into his consideration, 








Acehnese en te 








Aoebhtinesina inte ena teas 








441 Ways 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) : 
If I intervene in this debate it is in con- 
sequence of the statement made by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer a few 
minutes ago in answer to the hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the Irish Party, who 
brought before the House the ancient 
controversy with regard to the relative 
burden of taxation thrown upon Great 
Britain and Ireland respectively. I do 
not think any question can be more im- 
portant in connection with the Budget, 
because on the view which the Govern- 
ment to-day take on that question must 
depend their financial policy. I confess 
I should have listened with great interest 
to the exposition of the views of the 
(rovernment which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer might have been expected 
to give in answer to the hon. Gentleman 
who initiated the debate, and I hoped to 
hear from him what his views were of 
the general problem of the financial re- 
lations between Great Britain and Ireland. 
I think he will be the first to admit that 
in connection with that very great issue 


he really gave no answer at all. He was 
extremely sympathetic—rightly —sym- 


pathetic—to Irish financial difficulties. 
He made a declaration of Ministerial 
responsibility with which everybody will 
agree; he defended his subordinates at 
the Treasury in the spirit in which we 
ull expect the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to defend them; but on the really crucial 
issue raised by the hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Nationalist Party he was 
significantly silent. What is the issue in 
reality raised by the hon. Gentleman ? 
The Members from Ireland take the view 
that, under the Act of Union, as inter- 
preted especially by a Commission which 
sat some years ago, Ireland ought not at 
that time to have paid more than a 
twenty-first part of the total Imperial 
expenditure of the country. The pro- 
position was laid down that to make 
Ireland pay more than that was to 
infringe the spirit and even the letter 
of the Act of Union; and though I do not 
think the Commission made any specific 
proposals which found general acceptance 
they certainly left an impression among a 
large part of the British community, 
which was eagerly endorsed by every 
Irish representative of all Parties, that 
Ireland was most unjustly treated in 
her financial relations, I want to know 
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whether the Government do or do not 
agree with that general proposition, and 
it they do agree with it how they propose 
to remedy a grievance the existence of 
which by hypothesis they grant. I re- 
member when this subject first came up 
for discussion in the House of Commons 
there was a great division of opinion 
among those who agreed that there was a 
grievance as to how that grievance should 
be dealt with. Some said it could be 
adequately dealt with if only a sufficient 
number of supplementary grants were 
made from the Imperial Exchequer for 


Irish purposes; others, including Sir 
William Harcourt, I think, said the 


method of grants was a demoralising 
method ; another school thought that, 
even if you gave grants to Ireland and 
however large those grants might be, 
they were altogether outside the original 
provisions of the Act of Union, which 
dealt not with grants, but with taxation, 
and that the only possible method of 
remedying the grievance was so to 
adjust taxation in Ireland as to make 
it fit with what the Commission called 
the relative taxable capacity of the 
people of that country. Those, 1 
think, are the only two solutions possible 
if you concede that there is a griev- 
ance. The Government, as I understand, 
do concede that there is a grievance. 
If I understood the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer correctly, 
he adhered to a vote which he gave in 
1898 by which he and his friends affirmed 
the reality of this Irish grievance, although 
they did not then say how they thought 
that grievance ought to be dealt with. 
They had the right to refuse at that 
time any constructive responsibility for 
dealing with this subject ; they were then 
in Opposition, and they were justified in 
maintaining on that aspect of the question 
an attitude of reserve, and ip posing 
as critics merely, instead of offering 
any solution of the difficulty. But the 
circumstances have changed. They are 
now in a responsible position; they 
now have control of the finances of the 
country ; they still hold, if I understood 
the statement of the right hon. Gentleman 
correctly, that there is a grievance which 
the Commission found, and which the 
Irish Members have insisted upon year 
after year for the last seven or eignt years. 
But we have had no hint from the right 
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hon. Gentleman how that matter is to be 
dealt with. All he has told us is that, in 
common with the Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant, he proposes to look into the 
manner in which the existing grants to 
Treland are used and distributed, and if 
he finds they are distributed in a manner 
which is either uneconomical, inexpedient, 
or contrary to Irish opinior, he will do 
his best to readjust matters and remedy 
proved wrong. But that does not even 
touch the fringe of the question raised 
by the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Waterford. The Member for Waterford 
restated his old contention with all his 
old force; he has not abated a_haiz’s 


breadth of his old demand ; and his old | 


demand went, I believe, as far as to say 
that a different method of taxation or a 
different degree of taxation should be 
imposed upon Ireland from that which is 
imposed on the wealthier portion of the 


United Kingdom—England and Scotland. | 


Do the Government agree with that view, 
or do they not? If they agree with that 
view, if justice does indeed cry out for that 
readjustment of taxation, then the Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer has before him in | 


future Budgets a task of unexampled 


difficulty. He will have to adopt a/| 
system which has been repudiated by | 
every Chancellor of the Exchequer since | 


the Union, and when he deals with in- | 
direct taxation—the spirit duties, sugar 
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At all events, you will have profoundly 
to modify the system of taxation which 
has been adopted in this country for 
100 years and more. You will embark 
upon an entirely new financial career, 


| and I think will have before you difficul- 


ties of the greatest magnitude. I had 


‘hoped that when the Chancellor of 


the Exchequer rose to reply to the 
reasoned speech of the Member for 
| Waterford he would have given some 
clear and explicit view, on behalf of 
| himself and his colleagues, as to the policy 
| which they think ought to be pursued 
in future with regard to the alleged in- 
justice we annually commit towards our 
Irish fellow-subjects. The late Govern- 
|ment, for reasons it was my duty on 
more than one occasion to explain, held 
that there was no injustice. The present 
Government voted when in Opposition 
that there was an injustice; they have 
not receded, as I understand, from the 
views they held in Opposition. How are 
they going to remedy that injustice ? 
Merely for the right hon. Gentleman to 
| consider with the Secretary for the Lord- 
Lieutenant how the existing grants in 
Treland are distributed is to do nothing 
whatever to reach the root of this diffi. 
culty. If the Government are going to 
remedy the grievance by blind increases of 
| the grants to Ireland they would, I think, 
be embarking upon a course which most 





duties, or tea duties—he will have in each | thinking Irishmen will regard as_ in- 
year to bring forward a Budget not based | trinsically demoralising to their country. 
simply on tee necessities of the United | If, on the other hand, * they are going to 
Kingdom, but a Budget modified so as | deal with it by manipulating the indirect 
to suit the capacity to pay of England | taxation of the country, then I see 
and Scotland on one side and Ireland on | nothing before us but the great difficulty 
the other. That will involve, if the ‘that will arise from a different rate of 
Irish contention be correct, indirect | indirect taxation in the two countries, 
taxation levied at different rates in the | ‘which carries with it the inevitable 
two portions of the United | _ consequence of a customs barrier between 
While tea, for example, is to be at 4d. 1 England and Ireland. You will require 
one country, it will have to be at 3d. in| custom house officers in England to see 
the other. That is the only method I that the tea or sugar, or whatever is 
can imagine by which an inequality of | taxed in Ireland at the Irish rate, is not 
taxation can be remedied when you are| smuggled over for the benefit of the 
dealing, as in the case of Ireland, almost | English consumer, and you will adopt a 
wholly with the burden of indirect taxa- | machinery so costly, so clumsy, and so 
tion. It is the indirect taxation which | embarrassing to trade that I cannot 
is the grievance, if there be a grievance ; believe any Government would seriously 
and the grievance can only be remedied | endeavour to deal with the situation by 
by assessing indirect taxation at different | that machinery. As the question has 
rates on the two sides of St. George’s pee raised, as you have allowed, I am 


| 
Channel—[Aw Hon. Member : Abolish it sure rightly, this debate to be started 





altogether]—or abolishing it altogether. | on the Budget of the year, we ask from 
Mr, A. J. Balfour, 
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the Government a clearer view of their 
policy than anything which the right 
hon. Gentleman has thought fit to give 
on the present occasion ; and I trust that 
when he comes to reply on the general 
subject he will do something more than 
he has already done to satisfy the Com- 
mittee upon a question with regard to 
which curiosity must be greatly aroused by 
the short debate which has just occurred. 
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Whilst I am on my legs may I press the 
right hon. Gentleman a little more upon 
a point I raised yesterday, and upon 
which, I think, he has made no reply ? 
He laid down yesterday, I think for the 
first time, the principle that no naval 
or military works shall ever be constructed 
out of borrowed money. I think that a 
deplorable position. I should like very 
much that the right hon. Gentleman 
should justify, if he can, laying down a 
view of such wide extent, and which may 
have such important bearings. I entirely 
agree with him that a system of loans, 
like all systems, is open to abuse. I 
entirely agree with him that a Govern- 
ment may be tempted to embark upon 
undertakings which have been rendered, 
as it were, unduly easy by the fact that 
they are to be carried out by borrowed 
money, and that the burden of carrying 
them out will be thereby spread over 
several years, during some of which years 
they may, perhaps, no longer be re- 
sponsible for the conduct of public 
affairs. I make that admission because 
I do not wish to overstate the case. Will 
the House just consider the other side ? 
I think it possible that in the last ten 
years we have carried out all the great 
works which are absolutely necessary for 
naval and military efficilency—that is, 
either they have been carried out or are 
in process of being carried out, and there 
may be, therefore, in the next few years 
no necessity for again dealing with 
millions in the construction of new 
dockyards, new barracks, and all the 
rest of it. But the mere fact that the 
late Government did its duty is really no 
ground for the present Government’s 
laying down the principle that is to bind 
themselves and, so far as they can, their 
successors if great works should have to 
be constructed. I do not believe these 


great works can be constructed except 
on the principle of loan, and if you 
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attempt to construct them upon any 
other principle I believe you will find 
the work will be done in the most ex- 
travagant manner possible. Just con- 
sider what will take place. The First 
Lord of the Admiralty may come downand 
say: “‘ It is absolutely necessary that we 
should have a great harbour at such and 
such a point.” The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer says: “ If that is to be done, 
the yearly work must be paid for out of 
the yearly income. Are my colleagues 
prepared to put an additional penny 
on the income tax, or add something on 
to tea and sugar?” His colleagues in 
the Cabinet are unwilling to incur the 
unpopularity of such a proceeding, and 
unwilling to dislocate trade by putting 
on a tax for a temporary purpose. They 
say either that the work shall not be 
carried out at all—and that is dangerous 
to military and naval efficiency—or they 
say: “ We will carry it out by small 
annual instalments.” Instead of spend- 
ing in each year as much as the works 
themselves will bear and finishing them 
in three years, the works will take per- 
haps from nine to twelve years to finish. 
Both of these courses are open to grave 
objection. The first involves danger, but 
the second is the most extravagant course 
you could possibly adopt. The method of 
dribbling out payments year by year 
to contractors is exceptionally ineffective, 
and no good business man who knew his 
It is 
as extravagant a policy when pursued 
by the nation as when pursued by an in- 
dividual or a corporation. Therefore 
there is no other possible course for 
executing great works than proceeding 
by loan; and I do earnestly press upon 
the Government that they should modify 
the official declaration of policy laid down 
yesterday by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. If he chooses to say that in the 
opinion of the Cabinet the great works 
which the country requires are, so far 
as the present Government know, either 
completed or in process of completion, 
and that they see no immediate necessity 
for carrying out further great works, we 
should all welcome that statement, and 
for my own part I have no reason to think 
IT should dissent from it. But when we 
see how naval distribution, the sizes of 


ships and guns, and the ‘costly and evet. 
varying appliances of naval warfare 











447 


change from year to year, can any of us 
look forward with security to a lengthy 
period of time when some great capital 
expenditure will not be required by this 
country ? Until such a time comes it 
would be a most unbusinesslike de- 
parture to say that the rapid, and there- 
fore economical, carrying out of great 
works is to be abandoned because the 
chiefs of the Treasury are afraid that if 
you once permit the system of loans to 
be adopted you have no further control 
over the spending departments. There 
are Gibraltar, Portland, Dover, Malta. 
and Keyham Dockyard, at which works 
are necessary, and they cannot be carried 
out except by an expenditure of millions. 
I hope the right hon. Gentleman will not 
envelope himself in a cloak of financial 
virtue because his predecessors in office, 
unwillingly indeed, but purely on patriotic 
and public grounds, felt it their duty to 
bring these great establishments up to 
the level of our Imperial needs. The late 
Chancellor of the Exchequer announced 
last year, and with general approval, that, 
so far as the works in hand were concerned, 
he proposed to deal with everything that 
had to be dealt with out of current taxa- 
tion. I think he was right. All I com- 
plain of is that the principle should be 
laid down in regard to an unknown 
future—a future which may bring with it 
great unknown contingencies which could 
only be dealt with by capital expenditure, 
and which it would be folly for us to at- 
tempt to deal with out of the taxation 
of the year. Therefore, I press upon the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer these two 
questions. The first is as to the policy 
of the Government with regard to bring- 
ing to an end what they consider errone- 
ously is an injustice to Ireland in the 
matter of taxation; and the second, 
whether they really mean to lay down 
in the absolute manner the right hon. 
Gentleman yesterday suggested that 
never under any circumstances are loans 
to be made for carrying out great works 
of public necessity 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he 
would only trouble the House for a few 
moments to deal with the observations 
made by the Leader of the Opposition. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said thatthe 
hon, and learned Member for Waterford 
had put forward to-night the old demand 
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which had been made from the Ivish ! 


Mr, A, J, Balfour, 
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Benches for many years without any 
alteration. That was absolutely true. 
The only alteration was that the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford was now 
able to address his criticism and questions 
to a Chancellor of the Exchequer who 
had voted for a Resolution in favour of 
the findings of the Royal Commission. 
What was the old demand? It was that 
the grievances of Ireland as advanced in 
the Resolution passed in 1898 should be 
taken into consideration by the Govern- 
ment, and that the demands of that Reso- 
lution should be complied with. One of 
the strongest motives he had in rising 
was to ask the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer not to accede to the request of 
the Leader of the Opposition, and not 
to-night to go into the sea of complica- 
tions which would arise if he had to face 
the problem of how he would meet that 
grievance, and to say what alterations in 
taxation he contemplated proposing if 
he intended to deal with the grievance 
in that way. They at least made no 
such unreasonable demand. What they 
demanded was that the right hon. Gentle- 
man should give the matter his fair and 
honest consideration, and apply his mind 
to devising a remedy. They were pre- 
pared to give him time to consider the 
problem which they all admitted was 
a difficult one. The Leader of the 
Opposition had also said that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had evaded most 
carefully, and was significantly silent 
on, the crucial points pnt by the hon. 
and learned Member for Waterford. 
He had sought to confine the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to a promise that he would 
consider how the present grants were 
allocated, and see how they could be im- 
proved. They placed no such interpreta- 
tion upon what the right hon. Gentleman 
had said. What the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had promised was that he would 
consider the problem, and that he hoped 
to propose some remedy for the grievances 
of Ireland. No attempt to alter the 
allocation of the local grants in Ireland 
could possibly supply a remedy for this 
admitted grievance. He would like to 
emphasise the warning already given by 
the hon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford against the policy of so-called 
economies in Ireland. Some years ago, he 
supposed partly as a remedy for the finan- 
cial grievances of Ireland,Lord St. Aldwyn 
introduced the system of development 
grant as a remedy for some of their 
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grievances. The idea was that a system 
of economy could be devised under which 
the economies would be for the benefit 
of Ireland. Lord St. Aldwyn, who was an 
astute financier, thought by this ingenious 
device to enlist the Irish representatives 
and people in the cause of economy. He 
had often complained that he never 
got any support from the Irish re- 
presentatives. That was perfectly 
true, because this device would only 
he another instrument for relieving 
the British Exchequer at the expense 
of Ireland. What had happened? This 
grand scheme of economy did to a 
certain extent, as was anticipated, enlist 
some of the Irish people in support of 
economy, When the Development Grant 
was set up they were led to expect 


great results. It was immediately 
fastened on by the Treasury, and 


burden after burden and charge after 
charge which had been borne in the 
pist by the Treasury was shoved on to 
the Development Grant, and the Irish 
people very soon found that their econo- 
mies were all stolen from them. He 
therefore warned the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that any attempt to develop 
on these lines would be met by strenuous 
opposition on the part of Irish Members, 
hecause they had already learned the 
lesson that they had nothing at all to 
expect from economies of that kind. To 
his amazement the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury had attempted to traverse the state- 
ment of the hon, Member for Waterford 
in one of these matters. For thirty or 
forty years, in spite of the injustice admit- 
tedly done to Irish education, they had had 
a regular grant of about £35,000 from 
the Treasury for the building and _repair- 
ing of the national schools. That 
was stopped two or three years ago, 
and the Irish Members had been bom- 
harded with letters from all parts of 
Ireland where the schools were not fit to 
be used, and with requests to be informed 
why these building grants were being 
stopped. In the year 1902 a Committee 
Was appointed and made a secret report, 
and for two years before that this ques- 
tion had been under the consideration of 
the Treasury and of the Board- of Educa- 
tion in Dublin, and yet, in reply to a 
question, he was told last month by the 
Chief Secretary that the matter was of a 
very complicated character and that they 
were not yet able to come to a conclusion 
with regard to it, Last year when he 
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raised this question the then Chief 
Secretary said they were going to do 
something generous, that they would 
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grant a considerable sum in addi- 
tion to £15,000 for the schools. He then 


asked him whether that was a substitute 
for the £35,000 and he could not tell. 
The right hon. Gentleman first said one 
thing and then another, but he himself 
had since'discovered that they intended to 
give Ireland the £120,000 in order to get 
rid of the permanent charge of £35,000 a 
year. That to them was the result of this 
six years consideration. He would 
like to know was it or was it not true 
that the Treasury were endeavouring 
to get rid of this permanent charge, and 
was the Secretary to the Treasury 
prepared to get up and justify the way 
in which education was treated in 
Ireland, and would he defend the way 
in which these finances had been 
dealt with? It was by proceedings of 
this character that their faith in grants 
as a remedy for the waste by the Irish 
Government was destroyed, and in his 
opinion until there was some authority 
responsible to the [rish people no economy 
of expenditure in Ireland could be 
effective of the good that they looked for 
What benefit to the country could it be 
to plan economies, and then give the 
funds to Dublin Castle to be distributed ? 
Those in touch with the popular mind 
should have some voice in the distribution 
of the Development Grant. But there 
had been none. It was all settled in the 
Castle behind their backs, and therefore 
he said to the Chancellor of the Exche 
quer that it was not in that direction 
that relief could be found. They were 
gratified by the tone of the speech of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to-day. 
They were perfectly content to give him 
time to consider the whole matter, and 
they trusted that when he had had time 
to go into it fully his consideration would 
bear some substantial fruit to the people 
of Ireland. 


*Sirk WILLIAM HOLLAND (York- 
shire, W. R. Rotherham) said he was 
glad to have the opportunity of support- 
ing the Budget proposals which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer announced 
yesterday. Considering the resources 
which were at his disposal it was clear 
that it would have been impossible for any 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to propose 
anything that might be described as heroic 
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finance. He thought the surplus would 
have been larger if the home trade had 
been as good as the export trade. The 
Board of Trade Returns showed that the 
figures were highly satisfactory last year 
in regard to exports and imports. Our 
external trade left absolutely nothing 
to be desired, but there appeared to have 
been a shortage in the home trade. He 
was glad to think that the home trade 
was now distinctly better than it was a 
short time ago. He thought the Chan- 
ecllor of the Exchequer would agree that 
it was unfortunate that they had not 
reliable statistics available by which 
the exact position of our home trade 
could be ascertained. He was glad that 
the President of the Board of Trade 
was now making proposals that there 
should be taken periodically an in- 
dustrial census. He hoped the traders of 
the country would support the right hon. 
Gentlemen so that the census might be 
made complete and accurate. If we had 


an adequate census as other countries had | 
we should have material upon which to | 


form from time to time a reliable opinion 
as to the condition and growth of the 
home trade. They were under a debt of 
gratitude to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer for the very full account he had 
given of the nature and extent of our 
national indebtedness. The Budget was 
particularly well balanced, and he had 
no doubt the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would next year make more 
sweeping proposals to reduce indebted- 
ness and maintain British credit. There 
was a certain literary family of whom it 
was said that the mother wrote novels 
which no one would buy, that the 
daughter wrote poetry which no one 
would read, that the son wrote plays which 


no one would act, and that the father | 


wrote cheques which no one would cash. 
There was no danger of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer being in such a position. 
He would always be able to cash his 
cheques, but u less our credit were well 
maintained he would not be able to cash 
them on the most favourable terms. 
In view of the regrets which had been 
expressed in various quarters of the 
House that the coal tax had been swept 
away he wished to say that he strongly 
approved of the decision of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in that matter. He 


thought the choice was a wise one. 
Indeed, sitting as he did for a mining 
constituency he had pledged himself 


Sur William Holland. 
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to support the repeal of the tax. He 
was quite prepared to argue the case 
on the merits. If the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had not proposed the repeal 
of the tax he would have undertaken to 
move an Amendment to get rid of it. 
He was glad the Chancellor of the Ex 
chequer had saved him the trouble of 
doing anything of the kind. The 
removal of the tax would confer substan- 
tial benefit on labour, and, in his opinion, 
the inevitable result would be fuller em- 
ployment for those engaged in the trade, 
The tax had been a hindrance to trade, 
and if the Government could not do 
anything to help the coal trade, let them 
leave it alone. An hon, Member opposite 
had quoted figures to shew that there 
had been no injury to the coal trade on 
| account of this tax, and had stated that 
there had been a slight advance in 
the amount of the exports of coal. But 
he submitted that the question was, 
how much greater would have been 
the increase of those exports had it not 
been for the existence of the coal tax! 
Its effect was exactly as if our Govern. 
ment had insisted on every other country 
in the world putting an import duty on 
all coal received from the United King- 
dom, but allowing it to come in free when 
it was received from any other country. 
The idea was ridiculous. It would not 
bear arguing. Therefore it was high 
time that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer should come forward and sweep 
away such an unfair tax. They were 
told that it was a tax which was 
paid by the consumer, and not by the 
producer. The consumer would not pay 
an import or export duty if he could help 
it, but he could escape paying the export 
duty by buying from other countries. ‘That 
was proved by the fact that coal contracts 
-had gone to France and Germany and 
that employment in our own coal industry 
had been diminished in consequence. 
He hoped that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would bring in as_ speedily as 
possible the Bill which he had promised 
to give effect to the recommendations of 
the Committee on Industrial Alcohol, so 
that it might have a chance of passing 
this session. He sat on that Committee 
and they investigated the whole question 
with the greatest care and diligence. 


| 








Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN (Birming- 


| ham, W.): I should like to have the 


| opportunity of saying a few words on the 
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general aspects of the Budget which has 


just been presented. At “the outset I 
would like, on behalf of my right hon. 
friend the late Chancellorof the Exchequer, 
to express my sincere appreciation of the 
yery kind and courteous way in which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer noticed 
his enforced avsence. My right hon. 
friend, who has suffered very severely 


| from a most painful, if not a dangerous, 


indisposition, had hoped to be present at 
our debates. He is much disappointed 
that he cannot be here, and I am sure he 
will be grateful to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer for the kindly way in which 
he spoke of him. The Budget itself Iam 
inclined to characterise as a whole in the 
terms which seem to be common to the 
appreciations in the Press this morning. 
It is a humdrum, a commonplace Budget. 
That by no means necessarily implies any 
condemnation. On the contrary, in the 
case of a Radical Government, I am not 
certain that it is not the highest praise. 
When I think of all that has been said 
on the subject of our financial extra- 
vagance and of the incidence of our 
taxation, and when I think of all the 
promises that were made at the election, 
and before the election, by the supporters 
of the right hon. Gentleman, and even, I 
think, by some of his colleagues, if not 
by himself, I really think we are very 
wellout of it. The terrible things that we 
were led to anticipate have, fortunately, 
not heen presented to us ; and I for one 
am extremely grateful to the right hon. 
Gentleman that, being as he is the master 
of so many legions, he has been so merciful 
to his opponents and those who have 
differed from him, and has in fact produced 
a Budget which we are unable seriously 
to oppose, for, indeed, it is our Budget. 
The surplus is ours. We provided it, it 
cannot be doubted for a moment, by the 
extremely conservative Estimates of my 
right hon. friend the late Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, who refused to take 
advantage beforehand of what was ap- 
parent even at that time, that we were 
on the eve of a period of increased 
prosperity, and framed his Estimates on 
a very moderate scale, and has allowed 
his successor to reap the advantage. The 
surplus is ours, and these Estimates, it 
appears, are ours. I must call the attention 
of the Committee to the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman. He began by 
deploring his own incapacity—I do not 
mean his personal or intellectual in- 
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capacity, but his own inability—to deal 
as he would have liked to do, with a 
free hand, with the finances of the 
country. ‘ No,” he said, “‘ we found our- 
selves in fact committed by our pre- 
decessors by their Estimates. We have 
only had four months to consider those 
Estimates, and in that time we have not 
been able to alter them.” He pays us a 
great compliment, but he does not do 
sufficient justice to himself and his own 
powers. I deny absolutely that he, at 
any rate, has found himself in this position 
of enforced inability to alter our Esti- 
mates. I have always understood that 
the preparation, the natural and particular 
preparation, for the Budget by any Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer is a matter of 
three or four months. The right hon. 
Gentleman had three or four months, and 
in the course of that time there was not 
an Estimate that was made by the late 
Government which he had not in his 
power to alter. I am very glad he did 
not alter them. 1 have never had any 
hesitation in supporting the Estimates 
and the financial policy of the previous 
Government in the circumstances in 
which they found themselves. But the 
right hon, Gentleman cannot have it both 
ways. He cannot appeal for credit to 
those below the gangway both for his 
reforming instincts and intentions and 
pretend that he is unable to give effect to 
them because this wicked Government has 
disappeared from the scene not more than 
four months ago. No, sir, the right hon. 
Gentleman and his supporters, who went 
up and down the country, had no hesi- 
tation while the late Government was in 
office in criticising our estimates. They 
did not want time. They knew exactly 
where to make economies. There were 
so many millions to come off the Army, 
so many millions to come off the Navy, 
and the Civil Service was to be cut 
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down, There was not the slightest 
profession then of inability. On the 
contrary, the country was informed 
that, if only they could take our 


place at once, without any further inquiry 
these great changes would be made, and 
these splendid opportunities would be 
offered, of which the Government would 
take advantage, in order to carry out the 
series of gigantic social reforms for which 
they professed the country was pining. 
I observe that even in the course of this 
debate, languid as it has been, there are 
some hon. Gentlemen on the other side 
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who are sutliciently consistent, whose 
memories are long enough to go back 
three or four months when they were 
making these professions, to repeat them 
in the House of Commons. And we have 
been told accordingly that there is, 
naturally, some discontent that a system 
of old-age pensions, which was to cost 
only the mere trifle of £30,000,000, has 
not been at once put before the House of 
Commons by the present Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. I say you cannot have 
it both ways. I do not object in the least 
to the claims of the right hon. Gentleman 
that four months is not long enough to 
make these great changes in the financial 
arrangements of the country. I do not 
complain that he should ask for more 
time to consider what he would do with 
the increased surplus which he anticipates 
next year, and with the increased revenue 
upon which also he appears to be count- 
ing; and I am quite prepared to accept 
his view that the Budget for which we 
are all waiting, the sensational Budget, 
we must not expect till next year, when 
the right hon. Gentleman has had time to 
make himself acquainted with the simple 
facts of the case. But, then, from that 
it follows that he was not acquainted 
with the simple facts of the case at the 
time that he and his colleagues professed 
to know everything about it, at the time 
when he was offering these tremendous 
temptations to the country. 
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Mr. ASQUITH: What temptations ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Old age 
pensions. Does the right hon. Gentle- 
man say that neither he nor his friends 
offered the temptation of old age 
pensions ? 

Mr. ASQUITH: I never did. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Then the 
right hon. Gentleman does not share the 
views of the hon. Members below the 
gangway ? 


Mr. ASQUITH: If the right hon. 
Gentleman wants to know my views on 
the subject, I can refer him to a speech I 
made in the House about a month ago. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I 


am 


extremely sorry to say I think I could 

not have been present when that speech 

was delivered, and in those circumstances 
Mr, J. Chamberlain, 
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I am unable to tako advantage of the 
information the right hon. Gentleman 
has conveyed. I can only go back to 
what I said. I gather that whatever 
that speech was, it did not indicate on 
the part of the right hon. Gentleman an 
assent to those views which were put 
forward during the election by so many 
of his supporters, which have been put 


forward during the present debate 
and which suggest and __ practically 


promise a universal old age pension of 
5s. a week at the age of sixty, a proposal 
which would cost £30,000,000. | Minis- 
TERIAL cries of “Oh !”| Hon, Gentlemen 
opposite think it courteous to interrupt 
me, and apparently they think it accurate 
to suggest that at all events if they 
made these promises they had the 
excuse that I had made them before, 
Well, I do not think that is a good excuse 
because if I, by hypothesis, made such a 
promise and was not justified in making 
it, it is no excuse for their falling into 
the error, the fault or crime which they 
But now I 


attach to me. say eM 
phatically, and I defy them to 


prove to the contrary, that I never 
have, in the whole course of my political 
life, made any promise of old-age pensious 
whatsoever. That is the first’ thing. 
And, moreover, I go beyond that when I 
say that whenever I have had an 
opportunity of dealing exhaustively with 
this subject, whether it be in the House 
of Commons or on the platform at the 
time of elections, I have warned both 
Members of the House of Commons and 
also my friends or opponents in the 
country that no such promise could be 
honestly made by any one who was 
acquainted with the facts of the case, I 
have been led into a vindication which is 
apart from criticism of the Budget ; but 
I repeat, all I have done in reference to 
this matter is to express my own sense of 
the necessity of enabling the industrious 
working people to make a better provision 
for old age, and to put before the working 
people of this country one or two circun- 
stances, two plans in particular, which | 
have said, and which I maintain are 
perfectly simple and clearly to be 
understood, which are within the reach of 
the working classes of this country, and 
which are practical schemes which could 
be considered with some chance of giving 
effect to them by the present House, ot 
even by past Houses of Commons. That 
ismy part in the matter, and I still think 
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that this better provision ought to be and | Gentleman’s speech, a most élaborate 
should be made by the House of opening, which occupied a very consider- 
CVommons. But it is not, and never will | able period, and filled me with hope? It 
ba so far as I am concerned, a proposal | was to point out the terrible position of 
for anything in the nature of a universal | this country in regard to its Debt, and 
old-age pension, which I believe  is/| the obligations made by the war. To do 
impracticable from the point of view of its | the right hon. Gentleman justice, he is 
expense, and which I believe is immoral | not one of those who lay the burden, the 
and undesirable from the point of view of | blame of that war entirely on the late 
its influence upon thrift and industry. | Government. And let me say in passing, 
. . ' . . | though it is not relevant tothe argument 
When I was interrupted I was pointing | ond iuend nentemun tok as a 
out the conclusion at which I arrive, that | eink that: tematte, tak anc elenceleln 
+e _—e ] | ce = « 
if the present Estimates of the Government Pian Reigns "iota peng ane typi 
im , . - _ | se } Sa ’ 
are extravagant Estimates, then let the! (tn, side understand that not in the 
nce bi be he 3 wad take slightest degree, not by one atom, have 
ap eee pons dee Pee a g Fey changed from the position we took 
throw the responsibility for the Estimates up lias’ hs: weitwiedl deen: ‘se teae 
‘hich they have presented to the Com- pele e ag: pee 
which they have presente : . - om We regret the loss of life in the war and 
mittee upon the shoulders of a defunct | sha tnae. 0 Graneuin: air we lala 
(rovernment which died four months ago, | as. many hi Gentian en the pie Ni 
. ae Cc . , 
and since whose decease they have had | cick dies veka Nae. eens ai 
ample time to revise, improve, and amend |; 4. * vi : sett haeneria 
ee believe, that the war was forced upon us 
the Estimates if they thought such amend- | anal that $+ was ahuiabaliy ebeseeent al ‘ite 
* cae bsg a hy Bh sac = "were to preserve our hold on South Afriea 
oenaaa: ee : - and the union, respect, and loyalty of the 
responsibility of these Estimates on their Empire. The expenditure on npn 
videq eget a yn glad to! was enormous, and it enormously 
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that if it had fallen to my right hon. 
friend to deal with his own surplus he 
would have made a much larger reduction 
than the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
proposes. And after all we have heard 
about the importance of restoring the 
finances of the country, to conclude with a 
miserable, paltry subscription of £500,000 
a year towards the Sinking Fund seems to 
me to be a most inadequate conclusion. It 
is true the right hon. Gentleman played 
with the figures in a way that might 
confuse any House less experienced in 
fiscal matters than the present. He 
talked about making up £1,000,000 as 
additional contribution to the Sinking 
Fund. <A million? £500,000 is all that 
comes in any sense from taxation. The 
other £500,000 is the repayment of Debt 
by the Chinese Government as the 
indemnity for the massacres and Boxer 
disturbances which cost us at the time 
several millions of money. And as my 
right hon. friend the late Chancellor of 
the Exchequer said, with the universal 
consent of the last House, that money, 
which we anticipated for this year, is 
ear-marked, and must of necessity go— 
no Chancellor of the Exchequer could 
think of doing otherwise that allowing it 
to go—to the reduction of the particular 
debt against which it is set as an in- 
demnity. I say it is rather playing with 
terms, therefore, to introduce that as if 
it was a sacrifice we were making. 


Ways 


Mr. ASQUITH: I never said it was 
a sacrifice we were making. 


Mr, J. CHAMBERLAIN: It is perfectly 
clear that the only sacrifice which the 
Committee is called upon tomake on behalf 
of the taxpayer is to give up £500,000 of 
the anticipated surplus to the reduction 
of the Debt. But the condition of affairs 
is not nearly as bad as the right hon. 
Gentleman represented it, or else he has 
not had the courage to follow his convic- 
tions and to make the contribution 
towards the reduction of the Debt which 
he ought to have made. But we all 
know perfectly well he ‘wanted money to 
meet, as far as he could, the claims 
made upon him, and to distribute, 
as much as he could amongst these 
several claims. As to the selection 
he has made: he has abolished the coal 
duty. I believe I am right in saying 
that my right hon. friend the late Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer indicated his 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 





and Means. 


460 


| opinion that the coal duty was one of the | 
first imposts which ought to go in any 


redistribution of taxation. [Cries of 
“When ?”] He said it in a speech toa 
deputation from the coal-owning interests, 
_which waited upon him during his term 
| of office. In the regrettable absence of 
/my right hon. friend I cannot say what 
_were the reasons which brought him to 
‘that conclusion. However, as I say, 
when we come to the details of the 
policy of the Budget we find that we 
are engaged in considering a_ policy 
which in its main __ principles 
the policy of the late Government, 
But I should like to know very much, 
especially after the criticisms of the hon. 
Member for Rotherham, what is the view 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer as to 
the incidence of the coal tax. Does it 
fall, in his opinion, upon the consumer 
in Germany, or does it fall upon the 
producer in this country ? I rather gather 
from the language which the right hon. 
Gentleman used that, in his opinion, 
it falls upon the producer in this country, 
, because he represented that owing to 
| the tax the producer in this country has 
been put to a disadvantage as compared 
'with the producer in Germany, and 
accordingly his object in remitting the 
tax is to benefit at the same time the 
the producer in this country by increasing 
the demand for his product and_ the 
| consumer in foreign countries by giving 
him his coal at a lower price. 


is 


| Mr. ASQUITH: I do not care about 
_the consumer in foreign countries at all. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Oh, I am so 
glad to hear that. Again, may I call the 
' Committee to witness, this is our policy 
Nothing could have given me greater 
pleasure than that statement of the right 
-hon, Gentleman. I am quite sure that 
my right hon. friend the late Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, had he been here, 
would have entirely shared the feeling of 

| the right hon. Gentleman ; and if he had 
attempted to deal with this tax it would 
‘also have been in order to benefit the 
producer in this country. Of course, | 
| hope the abolition of the tax will inure 
‘not merely to the benefit of the coal- 
owners—who usually are not objects oi 
_very great compassion in cases of this 
kind—but tothe benefit of the working 
| people who are employed in the mines. 
| Then if it is the case that this export tax 
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is paid by the producer, why, in the 
circumstances, cannot the right hon. 
Gentleman conceive of a case in which 
an import tax upon coal or upon corn 
should not also be paid by the producer ? 
The hon. Member for Rotherham, who 
has just sat down, feels that this is a very 
reasonable inquiry to make, and he thinks 
he has got a very satisfactory and com- 
plete answer to it. The hon. Gentleman 
says that in the case of the export duty 
on*coal it is the producer who pays, 
hecause the consumer has a choice in the 
matter ; that is, instead of paying more 
for his coal by buying from this country, 
he buys from Germany. Very well, 
Then why does not the same thing result 
if you put an import duty on corn? The 
hon. Gentleman replies, “Oh, in that case 
the consumer has no choice.” But, pardon 
me, in that case the consumer,would have 
two choices, which, together at any rate, 
ought to be sufficient to enable him to 
make a selection. In the first place, he 
would have the choice of the home-grown 
article, and, secondly, he would have 
the choice of the corn coming from those 
parts of the British Empire which would 
not be subject to the duty. 


*Sir WILLIAM HOLLAND: Both 


are not nearly sufficient. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That is a 
matter of opinion. Then the right hon. 
Gentleman proposes to reduce the tea 
duty. I confess that here I part company 
from him. I agree with him that pro- 
bably there is no tax which more deserves 
attention than the tea duty. Indeed, 
the only exception [ would be inclined to 
make is the tobacco duty. Undoubtedly 
the tax upon tobacco is a most unfair 
one in that sense, that the charge upon 
high priced tobacco bears no proportion at 
all to the charge upon low priced tobacco. 
Therefore, it is a choice as between 
tobacco and tea. But tea, at all events-— 
first, because of the amount of the duty 
in proportion to the value of the article, 
and, secondly, because of the large 
consumption in this country—is an 
article which undoubtedly deserves 
the consideration of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. Still, I would ask, 
why does he choose tea? What reason 
does he give for making a reduction 
which will go wholly into the pockets of 
hon, Gentlemen inside and outside the 
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Committee who act as retailers and whole- 
sale dealers in tea? [MINISTERIAL cries 
of “Oh”] That is my opinion, and I 
think I have as good a right to express 
it as any hon. Gentleman here has to 
argue his case. In my opinion, the 
reduction of one penny on a pound of 
tea will not go into the pockets of the 
working classes. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer himself evidently thinks there 
is some weakness in his position, because 
he was careful to tell us that, if the 
reduction did not go into the pockets of 
the working classes in the shape of a 
diminution in the price of their tea, they 
would get the benefit of it in the way of 
quality. i have heard that argument 
before from the retailers of tea; but I 
ask the working classes to recognise 
that the Committee desires to give them 
a reduction of a penny in the pound on 
their tea and to take care that they get 
it, and not to to be misled by any 
allegation that the quality of their tea is 
so much better. But to my mind, how- 
ever, the smallness of the reduction is an 
objection to dealing with tea. If you 
could not take off at least 2d. on the 
pound, it would have been much better 
to leave it alone. It is the old story 
with the right hon. Gentleman. He 
finds it difficult to keep King Charles’ 
head out of his memorial, and accordingly 
the fiscal question comes in even in the 
course of his Budget speech. I did not 
say that fiscal questions come in. Of 
course they could not be excluded. What 
I did say was—the fiscal question comes 
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in. It comes into the duty on tea in this 
mn . ‘ 
way. The right hon. Gentleman pro- 


ceeded to explain that one of the advan- 
tages in favour of selecting tea was that 
it showed the people of this country that a 
reduction could be made in tea without the 
imposition of a corresponding tax on 
something else. But allow me to say 
this. If we were to go into the details of 
the question it could be shown that it was 
not a miserable penny on tea that would 
be taken off, but 4d. off tea, something 
like half the duty on sugar, and a large 
reduction also in the cost of tobacco. 
Therefore the right hon. Gentleman did 
not strengthen his case by the use of two 
incompatible propositions. To take 1d. 
off tea is a good thing, but it is not to be 
compared to changes which would involve 
vast reductions ih the cost of articles of 
consumption besides other benefits of 
immense importance. 
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So far I have dealt with the| The effect of all these changes is that 
proposals of the right hon. Gentle- | the surplus at the disposal of the right hon, 


But there is one minor matter 
which I must ask for some 

information. The right hon. 
proposes to upset the 
conclusions of his predecessors in 
office with regard to the duty on 
tobacco, or, rather, not so much as to 
upset those conclusions as to alter and 
reduce the difference between strip and 
leaf tobacco from 3d. to 3d. The right 
hon, Gentleman has given no reason 
whatever for the change, which he says 
will make no difference to the revenue, 
based upon the working of the proposals 
of his predecessor. My right hon. triend 
the late Chancellor of the Exchequer 
gave two reasons for his alteration in 
the taxation on tobacco as between strip 
and leaf. He said, in the first place, 
that the manufactured article ought to 
be more highly taxed than the raw 
material, in order to maintain the pro- 
portion between raw material and the 
manufactured article ; and secondly, by 
taxing the manufactured article the 
manufacture would be kept in this coun- 
try, and thereby a large number of people 
would obtain employment who, otherwise, 
would lose that source of work. The 
right hon. Gentleman said just now that 
he did not care about the foreign con- 
sumer. I hope he will admit that he 
does care about the British producer, and 
especially about the industrial classes who 
are employed in production. [am assured 
that the change in the taxation between 
strip and leaf made by the late Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has had the two effects 
which my right hon. friend contemplated. 
It established an equality as between 
the manufactured article and raw ma- 
terial, and it added very largely to 
employment in the trade. In_ these 
circumstances I should like to know 
what is the supreme reason which in- 
duced the right hon. Gentleman to 
make this change in the case of tobacco, 
for I must assume that he has some good 
reason which he has not yet disclosed 
rather than the desire to prove his 
originality by altering the policy of his 
predecessor. I hope, therefore, the right 


man. 
upon 

further 
Gentleman 


hon. Gentleman will tell us why, agree- 
ing as he does that there ought to be 
some difference between strip and leaf, 
he has selected a halfpenny as against 
threepence as the precise sum by which 
to establish the true proportion. 


Mr. J. Chomberlain. 





Gentleman is gone, and he has nothing 
to give to income-tax payers except a 
Commission. There, I think, we come 
to an important difference between our 
policy and the policy of the right hon. 
Gentleman. The right hon. Gentleman 
says that the income-tax at a shilling in 
the pound in time of peace is a most un- 
fortunate position. Ofcourseit is. Isay 
that when you talk of thefinancial credit of 
this country, to my mind a moderate in- 
come-tax which could largely be increased 
in time of war is of infinitely greater im- 
portance to us as a resource in a serious 
national emergency than even a consider- 
able reduction in the Debt. I have 
always agreed with those financiers who 
called the income-tax the sheet anchor 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
time of war. But in order that we may 
without hesitation make the greatest 
demands upon it—and remember that we 
have not seen the greatest demands upon 
it which would be called for in the case of 
a really great and serious war—but in 
order to justify the call which would be 
made upon it in such an emergency it 
certainly ought not to exceed a very 
moderate sum in time of peace, and 
therefore I do not at all like this pro- 
posal to postpone still further the con- 
sideration of the demand made by the 
ordinary income-tax payer for relief. 
Of course some people when they talk 
of the income-tax payer have in view 
only the large capitalist, who is supposed 
to be able to pay anything. In my 
opinion, of all classes of income-tax 
payers there are none so hardly treated 
by the tax as the small income-tax payers. 
In my opinion it is very hard upon 
persons of moderate incomes that they 
should pay their full proportion of indirect 
taxation while at the same time they pay 
their very heavy direct taxation. I 
think if the right hon. Gentleman was 
not in a position to give them relief this 
year, it would have been better if he had 
held back instead of exciting expecta- 
tions until he was ina better position, 
and he should not have given doles 
to classes, as he has undoubtedly done, 
with the not unnatural object of gaining 
more popularity for an otherwise very un- 
distinguished Budget. The right hon. 
Gentleman tells us that in the current 
year he expects good trade and an in- 
crease of income. I have every hope, if 
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we keep out of war, that the income of 
the country may automatically increase. 
But a Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
prudently dealing with the finances of 
the country, must not, even if he is the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer of a Radical 
Government, rely absolutely and cer- 
tainly on being able to keep out of war. 
What has happened? If in any part of 
the world there was any disturbance 
during the ten or twenty years the 
Unionists have been in power, remember 
it has always been attributed to some 
deliberate wickedness on our part. 
course there could not have been a war if 
a Radical Government had been in 
power! I observe there are still some 
gentlemen who hug that delusion. How 
long will you entertain it? How long 
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certain—and it is quite as certain under 
a Radical Government as under a Unionist 
Government—and that is demands for 
more expenditure. This new Parliament 
'has been here for only three months, 
and what has happened already? The 
vast majority of the House has indicated 
its willingness to increase the wages of 
all the industrial portion of the Civil 
Service of the Crown. More money 
is wanted for education. There 





is an 
item of something like a million—and 
this, 1 expect, will be vastly increased 


before we are done with it—for the 
endowment of a new religion. You 


have voted in favour of a Resolution to 
give effect to which would involve an ex- 
penditure of £300,000 for the payment of 
Members of Parliament. It means a 


with your peace at any price Goyern-| great deal more than that, because, 


ment are you going to keep out of war ?| 
What have we seen already? In four 
months you have had a punitive expedi- 
tion in Nigeria. In four months you have 
had a disturbance in Natal [Several Hon, 
Members: Your fault], the seriousness 
of which we all feel. While I hope and 
honestly believe that there is no reason 
at the present moment for grave anxiety, 
yet we know that there is no prophet 
yet born who can say positively that this 
country may not be led into trouble in 
connection with the unrest in Natal. Of 
course I do not impute any blame to the 
Government. When Lord Lansdowne 
went out of office there was not a cloud 
on the horizon. The late wicked 
Government, therefore, left, in appear- 
ance at any rate, the prospect of absolute 
peace to its successors. But already in 
four months, besides the two matters to 
which I have referred, you have this 
difficulty in Egypt, as to which I will 
only say that there is no one here who 
will dare to predict the ultimate out- 
come. In these circumstances it is not 
quite safe to rely, even with a Radical 
Government in power, upon that continued 
increase of prosperity which alone justifies 
sanguine expectations for the future. 
The right hon. Gentleman has been four 
months at the Treasury, and he has 
seen nothing to justify him in making 
any substantial change in the expenditure 
of the country. It may be that four 
months more will give him the informa- 
tion which would justify him in making 
reductions. That also will depend a 
good deal on the state of Europe and of 
the world. There is only one thing 
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whether we intend it or not, the vote 
carries undoubtedly similar salaries to 
Members of the other House of Parlia- 
ment, who stand quite as much in need 
,of it as Members of this House ; and, 
therefore, you must count on a sum to 
come from the Chancellor of between a 
half and three-quarters of a million. 
You have taken, with a great flourish of 
trumpets, a penny off the tea duty. Oh, 
yes; but not all this year. You have 
allowed a great part of that to fall on 
the Budget of next year. So with the 
coal duty. The coal duty also is not to 
come on the Budget of this year, but is 
to fall on the Budget of next year; and, 
therefore, while this Budget is un- 
doubtedly a humdrum and commonplace 
Budget, I believe, looking to the future, 
it will be found to be a very improvident 
one. 





Mr. ASQUITH: I shall not attempt to 
| follow the right hon. Gentleman in that re- 
warkable passage in the concluding part of 
his speech in which, with such patriotic 
forethought, he foreshadowed possible, 
if not probable, disturbances, and even 
breaches of the peace, which might be 
expected to result from the advent of a 
Radical Government to power. He 
actually blames me for not having made 
provision in this Budget against con- 
tingencies such as that. I shall not 
follow the right hon. Gentleman’s 
example by attempting to draw invidi- 
ous distinctions in this respect between 
one Government and another. The 
right hon. Gentleman said—why, I do 
not know—that when Lord Lansdowne 
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left office there was not a cloud on the 
horizon. Has he forgotten that when 
Lord Lansdowne left office—I am not 
blaming him—— 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I was not 
blaming you. 

Mr. ASQUITH: Lord Lansdowne 
was a most admirable Foreign Minister 
— there was one most embarrassing 
European difficulty which was to be 
confronted — the ditticulty of Morocco, 
which occupied the Conference at 
Algeciras for the best part of three months, 
and the emergence of Europe from which 
was due, in no small degree, to the tact 
and ability with which my right hon. 
friend the Foreign Secretary conducted 
the negotiations 7? But what was the ob- 
ject of introducing topics like that into 
the discussion of the Budget, which cer- 
tainly does not give any fair occasion for 
it? The right hon. Gentleman has told 
the Committee, I think three times, that 
this was a very commonplace Budget — 
so commonplace, he seemed to think, that 
it might almost have heen framed by the 
late Government. I quite agree. It ‘s 
acommonplace Budget. It has no pre- 
tension to be anything else. Tor reasons 
which I thought I explained, in the cir- 
cumstances in which we found ourselves, 
it could not be otherwise. The right 
hon. Gentleman says—Why do you pre- 
tend that you are bound by the Estimates 
of your predecessors ? I have never been 
more surprised in the course of my 
experience than at that part of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speech. He knows per- 
fectly well how and when Estimates are 
framed. The Estimates for the spending 
departments are framed in the autumn. 
When we came into office in the middle 
of December they were practically all 
ready. The late Government even took 
the precaution, in view of the possible 
advent of a general election, to doa thing 
which, I believe, has never been done 
before—namely, to publish the Navy 
Estimates as an electioneering tract to 
show what wonderful economists they 
were ; and by a curious want of consis- 
tency and even-handedness they neglected 
to publish the Army Estimates, which, 
as the Committee knows, in the form 
in which my right hon. friend found 
them, showed a very considerableincrease. 
Now is it not absurd to say that Estimates 
framed under these conditions, when the 


Mr. Asyuith. 


{COMMONS} 





wud Means. 


members of the Government were oc- 
cupied during the great part of January 
in trying to keep or win seats at the 
general election, and when the Estimates 
had to be submitted in February—is it 
not absurd to say that either the heads of 
the spending departments or the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had any real con- 
trol in the matter? The Estimates are 
the Estimates of the late and not of the 
present Government. And remember we 
came into office before the general election 
and not after. I made [do not know 
how many speeches to my constituents 
and to electors in other parts of the 
country, and on behalf of the new Govern- 
ment I disclaimed all responsibility for 
these Estimates. We were elected, and 
the electors gave us their mandate on that 
understanding. The Estimates of this 
Government will be seen when they are 
presented to Parliament next year, and 
not before. I will not go into the some- 
what audacious digression of the right 
hon. Gentleman about old-age pensions. 
He tells us, not for the first time, that he 
never promised old-age pensions. ‘The 
last time that we had a little controversy 
across the Table about the subject the 
right hon. Gentleman interrupted me by 
declaring that he did not promise, but that 
he only proposed old-age pensions. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 
accept that statement. 


Mr. ASQUITH: Tam afraid, however, 
that it is recorded in //unsard, 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Quote it. 
Mr. ASQUITH: The right hon. 


Gentleman said that he did not give a 
promise, but only made a proposal. I 
remember the statement because I also 
remember the answer that I gave to hin 
in return, This view is corroborated by 
what the right hon. Gentleman said as 
to his most simple alternative suggestion, 
and the proposal or the proposals, I think, 
took the first place in the electioneering 
programme of the Unionist Government 
as far back as 1895. But there is not 
much relevance in that topic to the con- 
sideration of the Budget on which we 
are ostensibly engaged. I come to the 
right hon. Gentleman’s specific criticisms 
on what I have proposed. First of all 
as to the debt whose increase in the 
main, it is alleged, is due to the war. 
Yes, but not by any means entirely, The 
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capital liabilities, which have risen in ten 
years from £4,000,000 to £45,000,000, 
have little or nothing to do with the war. 
Here I may interpose two or three 
observations in reply to the late Prime 
Minister. Tne right hon. Gentleman 
appeared to think that I have laid down 
in the Estimates as a proposition that 
in no conceivable circumstances would 
the present Government regard the 
raising of money by loan for works of a 
permanent character, of a naval or mili- 
tary character, as justifiable. I did not 
say so. I guarded myself from saying 
so. On the contrary, I said that cases 
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must and would occur in the history of , 


all countries which would make it neces- 
sary to resort to temporary borrowing 
for works of a permanent character. But 
I also said that the system of the late 
Government was a system so full of 
abuses that it was time it was brought 
to a final close, and that we intended to 
bring it to a final close at the earliest 
possible moment. The right hon. Gentle- 


ian says that these naval and military | 


loans were necessary for great Imperial 
purposes. I have two observations to 
make about that. In the first place, a 
not inconsiderable proportion of the 
works appearing in the schedule and 
which have been constructed and erected 
by borrowed money are works which 
are now, by the admission of all re- 
sponsible strategists who are alive to 
the real military and naval necessities 
of the Empire, obsolete, worthless, and 
wasteful. In every direction you will 
find evidence of that wasteful policy. 
Not only is that the case, not only were 
the works properly described, if they 
had been well conceived, as works of a 
permanent character erected by borrow- 
ing, but, what I conceive to be still 
worse, works which have no claim what- 
soever to be so regarded as belonging 
to this category, and the cost of which 
in no circumstances were defrayed out 
of the Estimates of the year, were so 
treated. I have here an instructive 
Return which will illustrate the point. 
It was presented to Parliament in 1903, 
and it is a statement showing the allot- 
ment of £170,000 provided in the military 
works loans for the purpose of assisting 
the Volunteers in connection with the 
expenditure on rifle ranges. This is 
What it says— 

“Grants to Volunteer corps in aid of ex- 
penditure on rifle ranges ;—Ist 
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Galloway, £4; 2nd Volunteer Battalion Royal 
West Surrey Regiment, £6.” 


and?Means. 


And there are other items of the same 
sort. These sums were borrowed, and 
the repayment with interest was spread 
over a period of thirty years, because it 
was said that there was no other way 
so economical to discharge your Imperial 
responsibility. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never sug- 
gested that such a use of borrowed money 
is an economical way of dealing with it. I 
said that if you wanted to construct 
great works economically you should 
construct them rapidly, but the difficulty 
of producing the large expenditure out 
of the Votes was such as to make it a 
better plan to spread the expenditure 
over a large number of years. I was 
referring to expenditure on land and 
permanent works. 


Mr. ASQUITH: The right hon. 
Gentleman has laid down a principle in 
favour of which a good deal might be 
said. But I here produce a loan raised 
by the right hon. Gentleman’s own 
Government under the very Act we are 
now considering, figures presented to 
Parliament in 1903, which shows that 
however excellent may be the principles 
in the mind of the right hon. Gentleman, 
in point of fact these things will in- 
evitably happen when you resort to this 
policy of borrowing for works that are to 
be carried on. I have also a quotation 


from a speech of the right hon. Gentle- 


man which causes me surprise that he 
should have uttered the criticism of this 
afternoon. As late as July 19th, 1905, 
the late Prime Minister assured an hon. 
Member and the Committee— 

‘* Of the desire and intention of the Govern- 
ment to close be this system at the earliest 
opportunity, and to bring any additional ex- 
penditure which might be necessary either in 
connexion with the works mentioned in the Bill 
or works which might be possibly required in 
future as far as possible in the ordinary Naval 
Vote, or, in other words, in Vote 10,” 

What more have I said ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I thought 
that the right hon. Gentleman laid down 
the proposition that he was never going 
to borrow. My argument is that when 
you have to deal with great constructive 
works which may be necessary you can- 


‘not follow the policy of carrying them 


on out of revenue. 


R 2 
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Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, | hitherto applied to that purpose in the 
Fareham) said that the right hon. Gentle- | financial history of the country. I do 
man had been quoting from a speech | not think that, in the circumstances of 
which he delivered. |the year, I was justified in demanding 

| from the taxpayer a greater sacrifice. 

Mr. ASQUITH: I was premature, | At one time I thought of doing so; but 
and I am afraid the hon. Member is | in the result, when I added up the sums 
right. But I will quote from the late | and looked at the impression they would 
Prime Minister himself. [‘Oh, oh!”] | make on the outstanding debt, I came to 





I am sorry if I have attributed to the | the conclusion that £500,000 was as large 
right hon. Gentleman what was said by /a sum as I was justified in setting aside. 
one of his colleagues. The right hon. | I am perfectly content to stand by it. 
Gentleman, in one of his speeches, indi- 
cated that it was the intention of the late; Then the right hon. Gentleman’s po- 
Government to abandon the loan system | sition with reference to the coal tax is one 
for the normal method of placing sums | which I do not profess to understand. 
on the Votes, that the situation at the| He seems to think that the tax would 
time justified the loan system coming to | have been repealed by my predecessor if 
an end, and therefore the Government | he had remained in office. But he took 
proposed to revert to the system of} the opportunity of putting a question 
defraying the expenditure from the | which I am glad to have the opportunity 
annual revenue. of answering, as to the incidence of an 
export duty like that of the coal tax, 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Hear, hear! | compared with the incidence of an import 
duty on, say, foreign corn. He says, 
Mr. ASQUITH : Then we are in agree- | “ You admit by your argument and action 
ment. The late Prime Minister made an | that the export duty on coal falls upon 
appeal to me on the subject of Ireland. | the British producer ; otherwise you 
The answer that I was about to give to} would not say that it was in the interest 
that appeal has been given by the hon. | of the trade toremove it. Why, then, do 
Member for East Mayo. I was careful, | you not make a corresponding admission 
rightly careful, not to commit myself to | with regard to an import duty which may 
any precise statement as to the method in | be paid here on corn produced abroad ?” 
which the Government proposes to deal! The question is not very difficult to 
with the financial relations between the | answer ; but I will answer it if I may in 
two countries ; and I do not propose to | a couple of sentences. An export duty 
be drawn into doing anything more than | like that on coal is put on at the port of 
to repeat what | said. The matter is| exit, whence the commodity starts on its 
receiving, and will continue to receive, | voyage to the foreign market. — It is only, 
on the part of the Chief Secretary and | therefore, the supply which is sent out 
myself, the most careful consideration, | of the country which puts the duty on the 
and I hope to be in a position to make | price. The rest of the supply is not 
a more definite statement next year.| taxed. Therefore, if a sufficient supply 
The right hon. Member for West Bir- | can be got from countries which do not 
mingham spoke about the war debt, and | put on that duty, it is evident that the 
he sneers at the paltry contribution of | foreign market can so supply _ itself. 
half a million towaids increasing the | Therefore, if the producer of the country 
Sinking Fund. It may be paltry, but| which puts on this export duty is to 
let us see what we are doing this year in | compete in the foreign market, he must 
respect of the Sinking Fund. We have in- | sell his coal at his competitors’ price and 
herited a large surplus of £3,500,000. We | pay the duty himself. Now, an import 
are able to set asidefor the debt £9,000,000 | duty is put on at the entrance to the 
or £12,500,0.0, and, in addition, I| market, and not at the port of exit. 
propose to give £500,000 out of the} Suppose, as would be the case under the 
Sinking Fund, taking advantage for the | right hon. Gentleman’s scheme, the whole 
first time of the China indemnity to the | supply from foreign countries were to be 
extent of another £500,000. The result | subject to an import duty. It follows 
is that I shall apply this year in reduction | that, unless the untaxed supply—that is 
of the dead-weight debt £13,500,000, | to say, the home-grown supply plus the pre- 
which is largely in excess of any sum | ferred supply—is sufficient, as it is not, 
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to satisfy the wants of the market, the 
foreign corn must come in; and as there is 
only one price for the same article in the 
same market, the whole price in that 
market will be the price of the foreign 
corn. I apologise to the House for this 
digression into the elements of economic 
science, which, as the right hon. Gentle- 
man says, it is difficult to exclude 


altogether even when discussing the | 


Budget. 


One word, and only one word, on the 
subject of tea. The right hon. Gentle- 
man says that in his opinion this 1d. 
which Iam remitting will go into the 
pockets of the producers and middlemen. 
I do not think it will. I can assure the 
Committee that when I found that my 
resources were not sufficient to reduce 
the tax by 2d., as I should have liked to 
do, the first question I asked of my 
expert advisers—and I have access to the 
advice of the highest possible authorities 
—was, will this go to the consumer or 
not? They said that it would, and for 
reasons some of which I gave yesterday. 
First, the tax on tea is so enormous in 
proportion to the value of the article—- 
90 per cent.-that when you reduce it, 
as you do here, by considerably over 10 


per cent. youare making suchasubstantial | 
reduction in the total cost that the force | 


of competition must compel the pro- 
ducer to give the larger part of the 
henefit to the consumer. 


{1 May 1906} 








Secondly, | 


While it is perfectly true that a small re- | 


duction of duty in the case of many com- 


modities, like tobacco, for instance, may | 


he intercepted or long delayed in the 
various intermediate operations between 


the importation of the raw material and | 


the retailing of the finished commodity, 
yet in the case of tea there are no such 
intermediate operations. It comes here 
in the form in which it is distributed, and 
nothing but the work of distribution re- 
mains to be accomplished ; and for that 
reason I am advised that the whole of 
this reduction of duty will benefit the 
consumer, and also, indirectly, the British 
producers in India and Ceylon, who have 
been so largely handicapped by this duty 
in the past. 


As to tobacco, the right hon. Gentie- 
man asks me why I change the exist- 
ing scale. Again, the answer is a simple 
one, I change the scale first of all 


because it is cutting off the supply of 
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strips. Next, because it is not going to 
bring in any revenue to the Exchequer. 
It is true that the effect of the scale 
which my predecessor devised led to the 
growth of a small protected industry in 
this country—the industry of stripping. 
3ut I have chosen a halfpenny as the 
difference between strips and leaf because 
it will bring them on a level, and will 
make all the allowance that can fairly be 


| made for the manufacture of the leaf, for 


the small processes of handling, and for 
the extra weight of the moisture and 
sand in the leaf. Without desiring in 
any degree to curtail the discussion, I 
hope the House will now consent to give 
us the Resolution. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, that there shall be charged, 
on and after the fourteenth day of May, 
nineteen hundred and six, until the 
fourteenth day of May, nineteen hundred 
and seven, in lieu of the duty now pay- 
able on tea, the following Customs import 
duty on tea (that is to say) :— 

Tea - - - the pound Five pence. 
—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow ; 
Committee to sit again To-morrow. 


[WAYS AND MEANS [30TH APRIL] —- 
KEPORT. } 
(Mr. Emmort, the Deputy Speaker, in 
the chair. | 


Resolution reported. 


ALTERATION OF DUTY ON STRIPP“D 
TOBACCO AND OF DRAWBACKS ON 
TOBACCO. 

1. “That for the increase of three 
pence per pound payabie on stripped 
tobacco under section two of The Finance 
Act, 1904, there shall, as from the first 
day of May, nineteen hundred and six, 
be submitted an increase of one half- 
penny per pound; and that the draw- 
backs allowed by the same Act on 
tobacco of the following description shall, 
as from the twenty-first day of May, 
nineteen hundred and six, be reduced by 
the substitution for the ordinary rate set 
out in the Table of Rates of Drawback 
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in the schedule to the said Act of the 
rate following (that is to say) :— 


In the case of cigars -thelb. 3 1 
x cigarettes - , 3 0 
‘ cut, roll, 
cake, or other manufac- 
tured tobacco - ee ae so 
In the case of snuff, not 
being offal snuff - - 4, 2 10.” 


CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL CUS- 
TOMS DUTIES ON TOBACCO, BEER, 
AND SPIRITS. 

2. “That the additional Customs 
duties on tobacco, beer, and spirits im- 
posed by sections two, three, four, and 
tive of The Finance Act, 1900 (including 
any increased duties imposed by section 
five of that Act), shall continue to be 
charged until the first day of July, nine- 
teen hundred and seven.” 


ADDITIONAL 
BEER AND 


CONTINUANCE OF 
EXCISE DUTIES ON 
SPIRITS. 

3. “That the additional Excise duties 
on beer and spirits imposed by sections 
six and seven of the Finance Act, 1900, 
shall continue to be charged until the 
first day of July, nineteen hundred aud 
seven,” 


PERMANENT ANNUAL CHARGE. 

4. “That the permanent annual 
charge for the National Debt for the 
current financial year be twenty-eight 
and a-half instead of twenty-eight million 
pounds,” 


CHINA INDEMNITY. 

5 “That it is expedient to authorise 
the application in like manner as the new 
sinking fund is applied of any sums paid 
into the Exchequer on account of the 
China Indemnity.” 


INCOME TAX. 

6. “That Income Tax shall be charged, 
for the year beginning the sixth day of 
April, nineteen hundred and six, at the 
rate of one shilling in the pound.” 


AMENDMENT OF LAW. 


7. “That it is expedient to amend the 
law relating to the National Debt, 
Customs, and Inland Revenue.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 
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Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the First Resolution.” 


Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) said 
that he found that one-tenth of a penny 
would represent the real difference 
between strips and leaf, and therefore the 
| new differentiation would still give some 
small protection to the stripping industry, 
It was also a great temptation to the 
manufacturer to use stalks i: the cheaper 
sorts of tobacco. It would heve been 
better to meet the case by a larger draw- 
back instead of by a differential duty, so 
as to induce manufacturers not to use 
stalks at all. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Remaining Resolutions agreed to ; Bill 
ordered to be brought in by the Chair- 
man of Ways and Means, Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, and Mr. McKenna. 





JUSTICES OF THE PEACE (No. 2) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair. } 
(In the Committee. ) 


Clause 2 :— 





“In page 1, line 7, to leave out the words 
‘if otherwise qualified.’ — (Mr. William 
| Rutherford.) 

| stion agai sed, “That th 

| Question again proposed, iat the 
| words ‘ if otherwise qualified ’ stand part 
| of the clause.” 


| Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD aid 
| that the reason why this Amendment was 
| pressed when the Bill was last before the 
| Committee was that there could be only 
‘two kinds of qualification for a Justice of 
‘the Peace—the possession of estate 
/and residence. The Committee, by 
|adopting Clause 1, had abolished the 

qualification by estate; and inasmuch 
_ as the wording of Clause 2 dealt with the 
| question of residence it was obvious that 
| there could not be any kind of qualifica- 
| tion to which the words ‘if otherwise 
| qualified’? could be said to refer. To 
| 
| 


leave these words in the clause would 


|only lead to confusion; and in the 
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interests of perspicacity he thought the 
Amendment should be accepted. | 


-~I 
iv 4) 


1906} (No. 2) Bill. 4 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 1, line 10, after the word ‘ thereof,’ 


| toadd the words‘ or occupies a house or other 


The SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir W. | 
Rosson, South Shields) said that 
Clause 1 abrogated the qualification by | 
estate, and Clause 2 stated that a man 
might be qualified by residence in the | 
county or within seven miles of the | 
county. The words ‘‘if otherwise | 
qualified ’? were necessary. 


property in the county.’”—(Mr. Cave.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there added.” 


Str WILLIAM ROBSON said he did 


not think the Amendment was of much 


importance one way or the other; but 


/it was undesirable to enlarge the scope 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said | 
he desired, after that explanation, to) 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. CAVE (Surrey, Kingston) said 
that in the Municipal Corporations Act 
there were enabling words which quali- 


fed a man as Justice of the Peace 
for a borough who occupied a 
house or property in the borough. | 
Why should not these words be) 
applied to a county? As they were) 
enlarging the field of choice of | 
Justices in counties by allowing 


them to reside seven miles out of the 
county, he thought it desirable that 
they should be put on the same footing 
in this respect also as in the boroughs. 
He moved to insert at end of Clause 2, 
line 10, the words— | 


“ Or oceupy a house or other property in the | 
county.” 


| Noes, 305. 


of the clause as suggested. If a gentle- 
man occupied a residence he should be 


| qualified, but he was of opinion that it 


was not desirable to introduce a temporary 
residence as a qualification. 


Str H. AUBREY-FLETCHER (Sussex, 
Lewes) said that he had taken a great in- 
terest in this Bill, and he believed that it 
would be improved if the Solicitor-General 


| accepted the Amendment. 


Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lanca- 
shire, Radcliffe) said that the Amendment 
would raise another property qualification, 
and he hoped the _ Solicitor-General 


| would not accept it. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 44 ; 
(Division List No. 56.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,RtHn.Sir Alex.F 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J.(City Lond. 
Beach,Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Maylebone, E.) 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Captain James(Down,E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Duncan, Robert (Lana’k,Govan 
Faber, George Denison (York) 


Hunt, Rowland 
Lane-Fox, G. 


Liddell, Henry 
Nield, Herbert 


Percy, Earl 


Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) 
Finch, Rt. Hon. 
Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(Bury S.Edm’s 
Houston, Robert Paterson 


Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col. W. 
R. 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 


Xopner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
2utherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos.Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, F.E. (Liverpool,Walton) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Thomson,W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Valentia, Viscount 

Younger, George 


George H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Henry Aubrey-Fletcher and 
Mr. Cave. 


NOES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) | Balfour, Robert 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Agar-Robartes, Hon. T. C. 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 


Barker, John 


: Barnard, E. B. 


Baring, Godfrey 


3arlow, Percy (Bedford) 


Sa 


Barnes, G. N. 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 

3eale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

3eaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 


(Lanark) | 
(Isle of Wight) 
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Beck, A. Cecil 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn,John Williams(Devonp’t 
Benn,W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S. Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, J. H. (Essex, Romford 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black,Arthur W. (Bedfordshire 
Boland, John 

Bolton, T. D. (Derbyshire,N.E. 
Bottomley, Horatio 

3oulton, A. C. F. (Ramsay) 
Brace, William 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner,J. F. L.(Lancs., Leigh) 
Bryce,Rt.Hn.James (Aberdeen 
Bryce,J.A.(Inverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, J. D. W. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cairns, Thomas 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt.HnRichard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,Sir Wm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Corbett,C. H.(Sussex, E. Grins’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,David(Montgomery Co. 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Delany, William 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras, N 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dillon, John 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (lanley) 
Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 
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Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 
| Findlay, Alexander 
| Fuller, John Michael F. 
| Fullerton, Hugh 
| Gibb, James (Harrow) 
| Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 
| Gladstone,Rt.Hn. Herbert John 
| Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 
| Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
| Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Griftith, Ellis, J. 
| Gulland, John W. 
| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
| Hall, Frederick 
| Halpin, J. 
| Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
| Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
| Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
| Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
| Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 
| Hazleton, Richard 
| Hedges, A. Paget 
Helme, Norval Watson 
| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
| Herbert,Colonel Ivor (Mon., 8.) 
| Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 
| Hodge, John 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope,John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hope, W. Bateman (Somerset,N 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
| Hudson, Walter 
| Hyde, Clarendon 
| Illingworth, Percy H. 
, Jackson, R. 8. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
| Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Jowett, F. W. 
| Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
| Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lambert, George 
| Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alexander 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid 
| Lehmann, R. C. 
| Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Levy, Maurice 
| Lough, Thomas 
' Lundon, W. 
| Lupton, Arnold 

Lynch, H. B. 


| 
| 
| 
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Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M. (Falkirk B’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 
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| MacVeagh, Jeremiah(Down, S. 


M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall( Lincoln) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Massie, J. 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alfred 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. 8. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Myer, Horatio 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (No'ts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,Charles N. (Doneas’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’ Brien, Kendal (‘Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O’Connor, James(Wicklow,W.) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Grady, J. 

O’Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Priestley, W.E.B.( Bradford, E.) 


| Radford, G. H. 
| Rainy, A. Rolland 


Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

2ea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards,T.F. (Wolverh’mpt'n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, FE. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee 
Aobertson,Sir G.Scott( Bradt’d 
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Robinson, 8S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel,Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, Chas. E.(Manchester 
Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seddon, J. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt, Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 


Strauss, E. A. ( 


Taylor, Theodo 
Thomas, Abel ( 


Trevelyan, Cha 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel Ure, Alexander 


Verney, F. W. 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Walker, H. De 


Simon, John Allsebrook 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 





Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD 
shire, Wellington) objected to the general 
application of the system under which 


gentlemen residing seven miles from the | 


county might be appointed. He knew 
that there were many cases in which it 


was necessary to take that step to secure | 


a quorum, but he thought the general 
application of the principle was a mis- 
take. He thought the Court of Quarter 
Sessions would rather have justice ad- 
ministered by gentlemen who resided in 
the county and knew the needs of the 
neighbourhood than by people who 


resided in another county and were | 


brought from seven miles off. Why 
should the peaceful folk of Somerset- 
shire have men brought in who were 
ignorant of their customs a. 
cases, of their language? A man who 
resided in Rutland, who was appointed 
a magistrate, would be qualified to serve 
in the four neighbouring counties. 
gentleman might have strong views on 
the game laws either in favour of or 
against the poacher; he might have 
strong views on the licensing question 
either in favour of or against the licensed 
houses. It seemed to him against the 
principle of any Radical Government to 
put all these discretionary powers in the 
hands of one man. It also seemed 


rather curious that on the eve of the | 
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Stanley, Hn. A. 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Gre nock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 


Sullivan, Donal 
Summerbell, T. 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 


Wallace, Robert 
Walsh, Stephen 
Ward, W. Dudley(Southamptn | 
Wardle, George J. 

Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) | 


(Somerset- | 


i, in many | 


That | 
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ivaterlow, D. S. 
‘Y edgwood, Josiah C. 
| Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. “(Dum bartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
| White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
| Whitehead, Rowland 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
; Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
re C. (Radcliffe) | Wiles, Thomas 
Carmarthen, E. | Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 


Lyulph (Chesh. 


Abingdon) 


Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr | Williams, W. L. (Carmarthen) 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Torrance, A. M. 
Toulmin, George 


| Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
| Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8S.) 
| Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
| Winfrey, R. 
| Wodehouse, Lord(Norfolk, Mid) 
| Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
R. (Leicester) | Young, Samuel 
| Yoxall, James Henry 


rles Philips 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. Herbert 
Lewis. 


| day upon which the Plural Voting Bill, 
which included, he apprehended, the 
principle of one man one vote, was to 
be introduced they should be discussing 
the principle of a man who could only 
| vote in one county in an election being 
able to exercise his magisterial functions 
not in on» but in four counties. It was 
on these grounds that he opposed the 
clause, 


*Srr W. ROBSON said the right 
hon. Gentleman was apparently oblivious 
of the fact that the vote just given 
would enable a gentleman to be a 
| magistrate in any county. The reason 
for this mile-limit was a very 
practical and proper one. It was 
this: there were many districts, es- 
pecially industrial districts, where per- 
sons qualified to act as magistrates had 
large interests in a particular district 
but had their residences outside that 
district, and it was thought that the 
same rule should apply to them as that 
| which already applied in the case of 
boroughs. 


seven 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said he 
joined his right hon. friend in his opposi- 
tion to this clause. The Committee had 

| already heard what the effect of it would 
| be in a small county. The effect was 
to give a special qualification to a man 
tobe appointed a magistrate who resided, 
not in the county in which his magis- 
terial duties were exercised, but seven 
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miles outside the borders of that county. 
In a large county the eifect would be 
that any man who resided on the strip of 


{COMMONS} 


land seven miles wide adjoining another | 


county would be eligible for election 
to the magistracy of that other county. 
One curious result of the clause would 
be that whereas if a man resided eight 
miles from the border he would be eligible 
to serve as a magistrate in only one 
county, if he resided on that strip of 
land fourteen miles wide, seven miles 
each side of the border, he would have a 
double qualification. He thought there 
should only be one qualification. They 
should either abolish the qualification 
and put everyone on an equality, or, 


| 


| Noes, 35. 
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if that could not be done, and there 
must be a residential qualification, they 
should take care that no one had more 
than one residential qualification. It 
was quite clear that this clause was a 
mistake. It established privileges and 
gave rights to individuals who lived in 
an arbitrarily selected territory and was 
for that reason highly objectionable. 
Therefore he hoped the Government 
would see their way to omit it from the 
Bill. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 289 ; 
(Division List No. 57.) 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, F. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Beck, A. Cecil 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, John Williams(Devonp't 
Benn, W.(T’w'r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, J. H.(Essex,Romford) 

Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black,Arthur W.( Bedfordshire 
Boland, John 
Bolton,T.D.(Derbyshire, N.E.) 
Bottomley, Horatio 

Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Bowerman, C. W. 

Brace, William 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner,J. F. L. (Lanes., Leigh) 
Bryce,Rt.Hn.James (Aberdeen 
Bryce,J..A. (Inverness Burghs) 
3uchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burke, E. Havilartd- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, J. D. W. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 

Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 

Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 


Mr, William Rutherford. 


AYES. 


Causton,Rt.Hn. RichardKnight 
Cave, George 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,Sir Wm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Corbett,C. H.(Sussex, .Grins’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, David(Montgomery Co. 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Delany, William 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras, N 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dillon, John 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C.( Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alexander 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 


Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone,Rt.Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grey Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 


| Hazel, Dr. A. E. 


Hazleton, Richard 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hodge, John 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset, N 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 


Illingworth, Percy H. 


Jackson, R. S. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
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Laidlaw, Robert 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alexander 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid 

Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J. M. FalkirkB’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
MacVeigh,Charles( Donegal, E.) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Massie, J. 

Meagher, Michael 

Mechan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alfred 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 

Montagu, E. S. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, Charles N. (Donc’r) 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 


Acland-Hood,Rt Hn SirAlex. F. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn. Sir H. 
Baicarres, Lord 
Beach,Hn.Michael Hugh Hicks 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Captain James( Down, E. 
Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 


Clause 3:— 


Justices of the Peace 
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| O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow,W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Grady, J. 

O’ Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 
O’Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson,Sir G. Scott(Bradf'd 


| Robinson, 8S. 


Robson, Sir William Snowdon 


| Roe, Sir Thomson 





Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott,A.H. (Ashton under Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seddon, J. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, Davin James 
Sheehan, Daniei Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Smeaton, Donald Macknezie 
Snowden, P. 


NOES. 


Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt. Hon.Col.W 
Lane- Fox, G. R. 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Liddell, Henry 

Nield, Herbert 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


| the word 


“e 
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Soares, Ernest J. 
Spicer, Albert 
Stanger, H. Y. 
Stanley,Hn.A.Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Summerbell, T. 
Sutherland, J. E. 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Torrance, A. M. 
Toulmin, George 
Ure, Alexander 
Verney, F. W. 
Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Robert 
Walsh, Stephen 
Ward,W. Dudley (Southampt’n 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney 
Waterlow, D. 8. 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 
Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, W. L. (Carmarthen) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 
Wodehouse, Lord( Norfolk, Mid) 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 

| Young, Samuel 


| TELLERS FoR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. Herbert 
Lewis. 


Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
topner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, F.E. (Liverpool,Walton) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Thomson, W. MitchelJ-(Lanark 
Younger, George 





| TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
Watson Rutherford and Sir 
William Bull. 


The Solicitor- 


solicitor.” 


|General was very careful indeed to 
%* ig i 1 . 
Mr.. CAVE thought they ought to; have such words in Clause 2, but as 
have the words “if qualified” after | Clause 3 read now a solicitor might 








487 {COMMONS} and Works Bill. 488 
be appointed although not qualified} Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lanark- 
at all. He certainly thought they should | shire, N. W.) thought that the Amend- 
be just as careful here as in the other | ment as it stood might give rise to some 
case, and he therefore moved that the | confusion. He would suggest that the 
words “if qualified’ be added after | words ‘‘if otherwise qualified ” should 
the word “ solicitor.” | be substituted. That would put the two 
| clauses on all fours, and solicitors would 
;not be placed on a completely different 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 1, after the word ‘solicitor’ | Plane from all other members of the 


i 


to insert the words ‘if qualified.’ ”—(M/7. Cave.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That the words | 
‘if qualified’ be there inserted.” | 
| 

Str W. ROBSON said the words were 
quite unnecessary as the solicitor must 


be qualified. 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.) 
said he could not understand why, if 
the words were necessary in Clause 2, 
they were not necessary in Clause 5. 
After all a person was not substantially 
different from a solicitor, and if there 
was a danger in the one case of an alien 
being appointed, why not also in the case 
of a_ solicitor ? 


*CotoneL LEGGE (St. George's, | 
Hanover Square) said the Amendment | 
would make the clause perfectly clear 
that a solicitor could not be appointed 
unless he were qualified. 


community. 


Mr. F. E. SMITH (Liverpool, Walton) 
said it was perfectly clear that the words 
“* otherwise qualified ” in Clause 2 were 
put there only for the purpose of keeping 
alive certain existing disabilities. 


And, it being a quarter-past Eight of 
the clock, and there being Private 
Business set down by direction of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means under 
Standing Order No. 8, further Proceeding 
was postponed without Question put. 


CORK CITY RAILWAYS AND WORKS 
BILL. (By ORDER.) 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


| time.” 

Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
said he could not support the Amendment.| Mr. J. J. O'SHEE (Waterford, W.) 
He was a solicitor himself, and he took it | explained that the measure was brought in 
that‘ if this clause became law he or any | for the purpose of constructing a new link 
other solicitor might be appointed a justice | line across the city to join up the existing 
of the peace for any county. The questions | railway. There were three Bills to pro- 
of qualification by estate or residence | mote this object. The Bill 10 which 
would not arise. It would be sufficient | he would call the attention of the House 
if he were a solicitor. The result of | was promoted bv the Fishguard and 
passing this clause in its present com- | Rosslare Railway Company. This Com- 
prehensive form would be that any | pany intended to provide a new and 
solicitor practising in London could be | competitive through route with the Great 
appointed a justice of the peace for! Southern & Western Railway to Cork 
Devonshire, or any other county. He and Dublin, and also with the same con- 
did not know whether that was the | pany to Cork and London and the South 
intention of the Government, but on of England. A necessary part of that 
behalf of the profession to which he | through route was that a line should be 
belonged he heartily welcomed this | constructed from Cork to Dunkettle and 
tardy measure of justice, and he re-| Fermoy. The Treasury undertook to put 
cognised that it was an attempt on | at the disposal ofthe Hybrid Committ ¢ 
the part of the Government to make up | the sum of £93,000, which was a mortgage 
for the injustice to which the profession | on the Countv of Waterford Railway, that 
had been subjected for so many years. sum having been required in addition to 





Mr. Care. 
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the original capital of £285,000. The 
capital was insufficient to complete the 
construction, and the Irish Board of 
Works advanced £93,000 by way of mort- 
gage. That line was acquired by the Fish- 
guard and Rosslare Railway, and it was 
forty-three miles long. In order to com- 
plete the through route it was laid down 
that a line should be constructed from 
Fermoy to Cork. In 1873 through the 
Grand Jury it was agreed that the rate- 
payers of the county of Waterford should 
be taxed to the extent of 5 per cent. 
on the original capital, representing 
£14,000 a vear, in order to secure the con- 
struction of the railway. In 1898 an offer 
was made to wipe out the whole guarantee 
of £14,000 a year payable by the rate- 
payers of Waterford upon the Treasury 
agreeing to remit their mortgage of 
£93,000 upon the railway. But the 
hybrid Committee would not accept 
this offer, which was made by the pro- 
moters of the Bill, and they suggested 
that the Cork and Fermoy Company 
should complete the route with a view 
to securing competition with the Southern 
and Western Railway, and the Waterford 
ratepayers were oifered relief to the 
extent of £7,000 a year. The position 
now was that the company which under- 
took to construct the Cork and Fermoy 
direct line had failed to carry out its 
obligations and, therefore, the county of 
Waterford ratepayers claimed tie benefit 
of that money in justice to the people of 
the county of Waterford who had made 
such enormous sacrifices for their rail- 
way. Last year a Bill was brought in 
for the construction of these lines in 
Cork City, and he believed it was thrown 
out by the Committee because it was 
promoted by a private syndicate. The 
Cork City Council were willing to 
gicrantee 4 per cent., and the Treasury 
at that time agreed, in case they 
were satisfied with the financial part 
of the scheme, to accept it, but when 
they came to investigate it for themselves 
the Treasury were not satisfied with the 
financial basis of the Bill. 


On behalf of his constituency in the 
county of Waterford who had been paying 
an average rate of 114d. in the £ on the 
entire valuation of the county, and also 
on behalf of the city of Waterford, which 
had been paying £1,600 a vear in respect 


'1 May 1906} 
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of the guarantee, he strongly protested 
against any part of this money being used 
for constructing link lines or bridges 
across the Lee so long as there was any 
possibility of its being used for the pur- 
pose of making a substitute for the Cork 
direct line. Last year it was agreed that 
a sum of £33,000 of the entire sum of 
£93,000 should be allocated towards buy- 
ing out the old toll bridge at Waterford ; 
and as representing the ratepayers and 
the county of Waterford, he had no 
objection to that, because the city of 
Waterford ratepayers during the same 
period had been giving the £1,600 a year to 
which he had referred. On the contrary, he 
approved of that decision of the Treasury, 
The Bill that came before the House 
last year was thrown out because the 
Committee decided that they would not 
be a party to enabling the Great Western 
Company to evade their obligations 
of 1898. This was not. the first 
attempt to evade those obligations. The 
position remained the same to-day, and 
these companies, the Great South- 
ern and Western and the Great Western, 
ought not to be allowed to stand behind 
a Bill of this kind, as the promoters 
said they did stand behind it. They 
attempted in 1901 to evade their 
obligations. In that year they ap- 
proached the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and it was practically arranged that 
money should be given to the Great 
Western Company for the building of 
this line. The whole Irish representa- 
tion got up and protested indignantly 
against that course, and the Leader of 
the House at the time, the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the City of 
London, would not allow the arrange- 
ment, which had almost been completed, 
to be carried into effect. The right hon. 
Gentleman declared that the House 
ought not to permit obligations which 
should be regarded as sacred to be evaded 
two or three years after the obligations 
were undertaken. When the question 
of allocation came on, he hoped the House 
would determine that the money should 
be used for the benefit of the people 
who had made such enormous sacrifices 
in the past, and by whose means the 
people of Cork were able to talk to-day 
of this link line through the City. It 
was monstrous that these railway com- 
panies should ask the Treasury for a 
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grant which should not be devoted to | 


the work at all. This Cork City Rail- | 
ways Bill was really for the construction | 
of a tramway. The proposal of the 
Cork and Waterford Railways Bill was | 


for high level connecting links and | 
swinging bridges across the Lee. The | 


Committee to whom these Bills would go 
would no doubt be able to deal with 
these matters. He had only risen to 
enter his protest against the £60,000 
being allocated directly or indirectly to 
the construction of these works in the 
city of Cork, and to claim on behalf of 
the ratepayers of Waterford that when 
the allocation came to be considered 
the House would determine that as far 
as possible the money should be used 
in the way he had indicated. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN (Cork) sub- 
mitted that the discussion as to the 
share of the grant of £93,000 was irrele- 
vant to the only question before the 
House, which was whether a Bill for 
bridging over the Lee and connecting 
the railway system with the rest of the 
country should be 
sideration to the Committee. 


fact that the Bill did not in any way 
propose to appropriate this £93,000, 
or any proportion of the money. An 
arrangement was come to by the late 
Government and endorsed by the present 
Government for a certain allocation of 
this £93,000 between Cork and Water- 
ford, and if that agreement was to be 
disturbed, obviously it was with the 
Treasury that the matter would have 
to be discussed hereafter, and the pro- 
moters of this Bill did not propose in 
any way to prejudge the question. 
They proposed that not only their own 
Bill, but the two alternative schemes, 
should all go together upon an equal 
footing before the Committee for con- 
sideration and investigation and evidence, 
and it would then be for the Treasury, 
by the light of the evidence given before 
the Committee, to say which of these 
projects was the more likely to fulfil 
the conditions under which this £60,000 
was reserved for a satisfactory arrange- 
ment with Cork. He thought the hon. 
Member rather did an injustice to 
the very able Member for Waterford 
in thinking Waterford had done 


Mr. Jo J. OShive. 
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referred for con- | 
He thought | 
he was entitled to call attention to the | 
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very badly in connection with these 


/matters. On the contrary, he thought 
Waterford had fared remarkably well 
in comparison with Cork. In the first 
'place the ratepayers of Waterford 
had been relieved of £7,000 a year, 
and the Waterford portion of the con- 
nection had been completed while the 
Cork connection had not been touched, 
In the next place Waterford was to have 
£33,000 for its bridge. He did not envy 
Waterford, but he was entitled to 
point out that that was a purpose not 
contemplated at all in the original scheme 
before the Committee, which merely 
stipulated for a footbridge. Waterford 
was in the splendid position of having 
an alternative route to England, and a 
free railway bridge, while the purpose for 
which this £90,000 was set apart had 
never been touched. These were all 
details which, of course, had much better 
be dealt with by the Committee who 
would go into the whole matter. It was 
absurd and irrelevant to ask the House 
to determine the matter just now. What 
they wanted was to give evidence in 
support of the claim which commanded 
the approval of the representatives of the 
corporation and of the Harbour Com- 
missioners, and the support, not merely 
of the Great Southern and Western 
Railway, but of every railway which 
traded with the port. This Bill did not 
in the least interfere with any project for 
supplying an alternative route from the 
south of Ireland to Dublin. By bridging 
the Lee, it offered the best prospect of 
bringing into the railway connection a 
vast district in the west which was now 
absolutely cut off from the rest of the 
country. He might be allowed to say 
that this scheme would cost less than a 
half of the Links Railway and less than 
one-third of the other scheme, and that it 
proposed to lay down sidings to the deep 


water quays. The promoters of the 
Bill were perfectly willing that all 


three schemes should go before the Com- 
mittee upstairs and be dealt with on their 
merits. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said he 
could not allege that his constituents 
were interested in this matter to the same 
extent as the constituents of the hon. 
Member for West Waterford; but 
at the same time they were deeply 
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interested in it. Member 
had stated that the railway com- 
panies had offered to relieve Waterford 
of the guarantee of £14,000 a year. The 
representatives of Waterford were anxious 
to close with that offer, but the late Mr. 
Hanbury, who was then Financial Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, stated that a com- 
petitive route would be of greater value 
to Waterford than the entire guarantee. 
He thought that the treatment which 
Waterford had received from the rail- 
way company had been downright dis- 
graceful in regard to the competitive 
route from Cork to Fermoy. The present 
Leader of the Opposition on July 18th, 
1901, was reported to have said— 


“There is no doubt that this company are 
pledged to construct the line from Cork to 
Fermoy, and the Treasury neither have the 
power, nor would they exercise it if they did 
jossess it, Of sanctioning any escape from that 
Fastiamenaas obligation.” 


And on the 23rd day of the same month 
the Leader of the Opposition said— 


“His opinion was that once a railway com- 
pany came before a Committee of that House 
and got a Bill for value received it ought to 
carry out its obligations. It might be that 
the obligations ought not in the interest of Ire- 
land to have been entered into. It might be that 
the money to be spent on this line had much 
better have been speut in carrying out other 
railway works in the south and west of Ire- 
land. Upon that point he did not offer an 
opinion, though he inclined to the opinion that 
the money probably might be better spent. 
That did not, however, alter the fact that a 
bargain had been made in the most solemn 
manner before two Committees—a Committee 
of this House, and a Committee of the House 
of Lords—and that it was in consequence of 
that bargain that the railway company 
obtained from this House the privileges it now 
enjoyed. He thought they must distinguish 
that question from the question of expediency, 
and he did think that the railway company 
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were bound to carry out the bargain into which 
they had entered.” 


These were the words of the right hon. 
Member for the City of London, when he 
was First Lord of the Treasury ; and it 
was to be hoped that the present repre- 
sentative of the Treasury would adhere 





to these sound views, and would s.y that ! 
if this money was to be spent, it should be | 
spent in providing an alternative route, | 
and not in constructing tramways or | 
ralways in Cork. He hoped that the | 
whole matter would be fairly thrashed 
out before a competent Committee up- 
stairs, and he would seriously impress 
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on the Gentleman in charge of the 
finances of the Treasury that Waterford 
had a prior claim to the Treasury grant. 


*CapTaIN CRAIG (Down, E.) said he 
would not move the motion which stood 
in his name, that this Bill should be read 
a second time that day six months. 
While he did not wish to detain the House, 
he wished to explain his reasons for taking 
this course. The House had before it 
three separate and distinct Bills, and in 
regard to each of them it was asked tha 
it should be taken in preference to the 
others. The importance of these, Bills 
was very great, and it was on the grounl 
of their importance that he urged that all 
three should go upstairs and be dealt 
with by a Committee. He wished to sa: 
that in taking this course he had done 
so with the assent of his hon. friends, andl 
consequently, speaking on behalf of his 
Ulster colleagues, he wished to say that 
they desired, as far as they possibly could, 
to impress upon the House the necessity 
that the questions raised by the Bills 
should be carefully considered. Some 
of them dealt with overhead railways ; 
in others the trains were to run along lines 
upon roads which were to be adequately 
protected, and some of them presented 
little outside schemes suchasthe seventeen 
mile road railway between Youghal and 
Cappagh. On occasions like this it was, in 
his judgment, the duty of the House to 
send all three Bills to the Committee. 
Let them be thrashed out, and then 
their united virtues might be embodied 
in a Bill which would satisfy the claims 
of Waterford, Cork, and Youghal. In 
withdrawing on behalf of the Ulster Party 
their objections to each of the Bills, he 
would like to sav that they (the Ulster 
Unionist Par y) me‘ with very diferent 
treatment on a certain occasion recently 
and they hoped that the fair dealing which 
they now accorded to the South of frelan | 
in regard to these three most important 
railway Pills might on another ozcasion 
be extended tothem. He had in common 
with other Members received circulars 
from the promoters of these various 
undertakings, end he would point 
out that although they naturally 
differed in substance, all of them re- 
spectfully asked that the Bill dealt with 
should be read a second time and referred 
to a Committee. In the case of the 
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Rathmines and Rathgar Bill, the Chair- 
man of Ways and Means, it would 
be recollected, failed to instruct the 
House as to what should be done with 
private Bills of such a very contentious 
nature, namely, that the proper course 
was that of allowing them to go upstairs 
to be dealt with by a Committee. The 
Ulster Party in withdrawing their op- 
position did so in the interest of the 
eventual outcome of these measures, 
which he presumed would be the best of 
the three amended and improved. He 
hoped it would be considered that the 
minority to which he belonged were de- 
serving of respect for the course which 
they had pursued. 


ork City Railways 


Caprais DONELAN (Cork, E.) said 


he had no intention of going into 
the respective merits of the three 
Bills so far as the railways  ter- 


minating in the City of Cork were 
concerned. Neither had he the least 
desire to oppose any scheme calculated 
in any way whatever to benefit the 
people of West Cork, but he would point 
out that the only scheme which appeared 
to strike a through route between Cork 
and Dublin and thence to the South of 
England was that contained in the 
Cork and Waterford Bill. He con- 
sidered that that Bill was deserving of the 
most support, and his Queenstown and 
Cork constituents were of the same 
opinion. The railway monopoly had 
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nection, in consideration of a grant of 
| £93,000 from the Treasury, but they 
broke their pledge and these were the 
companies who would be placed in con- 
trol of the railway system of Ireland, if 
nothing was now done beyond connecting 
‘the railways which terminated in the City 
of Cork. It was proposed, by the scheme 
contained in the Cork and Waterford Bill, 
to form an independent company, to con- 
struct a link between Cappaghand Youghal, 
and thus carry out the intention of Parlia- 
ment and relieve the South of Ireland 
from railway monopoly. It was for 
this purpose that the grant of £53,000 
'was offered to the Rosslare Company 
‘in 1898, and he thought under the cir- 
‘cumstances that the Cork and Water- 
|ford scheme had the best claim to the 
| balance of that sum which still remained 
‘in the hands of the Treasury. hat, 
however, would be a question for the 
Committee to consider, for he presumed 
that these three Bills would be referred 
'to a Committee and that their merits 
‘would be investigated in the usual 
/way, but he strongly hoped that the 
suggestion thrown out by his hon. 
friend that the Treasury should give 
‘some intimation as to the desira- 
| bili'v of allotting this balance to the 
‘con: Tuction of a competitive road, 
| would be followed. He had no connec- 
|tion with the financial arrangements of 
‘the promoters or with those in opposi- 
| tion to this scheme, but he strongly 
/supperted the Cork and Waterford Bill 
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been a source of great injury to the 
South of Ireland, and anything which 
could be done to break up the mono- 
poly should, in his, opinion, be eagerly 
adopted. In 1898 the Committee recog-| Mr. MOONEY (Newry) said he had no 
nised the evils which railway monopoly ‘interest in any of these schemes, but 
inflicted upon the South of Ireland and | he was a Member of the Committee 
recommended that a connection should | which sat last year upon the Cork Junc- 
be made between Cork and Fermoy, ‘tion Railway, and perhaps he might 
keeping the Rosslare route and pre- | be permitted to intervene in the debate. 
serving the connection between Dublin | It was said that that Committee would 
and the South of England. The Great} not allow the railway company to 


‘in the interests of healthy competition 
‘and of emancipating the South of 
|TIreland from railway monopoly. 





Southern and Western gave a pledge evade its responsibilities and for that 
that they 


Captain Craig. 


would make this con- | reason threw out the Bill, although it 
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was urgently impressed upon the Com- 
mittee that there was an urgent neces- 
sity to adopt some scheme. What that 
scheme was he did not know, and he 
did not care, but he did know that the 
Committee were unanimously of opinion 
that some scheme should be evolved 
which would do away with the extra- 
ordinary system which existed in Cork 
at the present moment under which a 
large portion of the county of Cork was 
cut off from communication with the 
rest of Ireland. The finance of the 
particular scheme before them seemed 
to be unsound and the Committee ad- 
journed the consideration of the Bill 
over Whitsuntide for the purpose of 
enabling the promoters to produce a 
better financial basis. When the pro- 
moters came back to the Committee the 
latter did not see their way then to accept 
the financial details of the Bill. 


Justices of the Peace 


deliberate decision upon this matter. 


He therefore hoped that these Bills | 


would be given a Second Reading and 


sent upstairs to a Committee in order | 


that they might decide which was the 
best Bill. The Committee unanimously 


decided that the conditions of railway | 


communication in Cork were disgraceful, 
an the sooner a remedy was found the 
better it would be for everybody. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) on | 
behalf of the Ulster Party congratulated | 


the hon. Member for East Down on the 
fair and generous spirit he had shown 
in withdrawing his opposition to the 
Bill. 


The 
same spirit was not manifested a few 
weeks ago when a Bill vitally affecting the 
health of a district in Ireland was 
under consideration. Sanction to send 
that particular Bill to a Committee 
was then refused. 
treatment. 


other Bills came before the House. 


It seemed very harsh 
The representatives of Ulster 


constituencies did not desire to inquire 


VOL. CLV. [Fourti Sertes. } 


He was | 
perfectly sure that any Committee would | 
carefully inquire into and give a very | 


He hoped that that feeling would be | 
reciprocated by the Nationalists when | 


1906} (No. 2) Bill. 


into the religion or politics of the people 
affected by the group of Bills now before 
the House. 
what 


498 


They only desired to do 
was best for the district. By 
consenting to send these Bills to a Com- 
mittee the Ulster Unionists were heaping 
coals of fire on the heads of hon. Mem- 
bers below the gangway. They had no 
desire to perpetuate the spirit shown by 
Nationalists a few weeks ago. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid.) 
said that all the interest he had in this 
matter was that a link should be made. 
For that reason he asked that these three 
Bills should be sent before a Committee. 
He did not think it was necessary for him 





to enter into a discussion as to the merits 
of the Bills, although it would be 
as easy for him to state his views as 
anyone in the Committee. His only 
desire was that these three Bills should 
be referred to a Committee. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) 
|drew attention to the fact that all 
|three Bills had the same object in 


| view, and submitted that they ought 
to receive careful inquiry and considera- 
| tion by a Select Committee. He had 
no doubt that they would be able to 
examine them in such a way that the 
| best scheme would emerge. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read aseco id tim», and com nitted, 





CORK AND WATERFORD RAILWAYS 
BILL, (By ORDER). 


CORK LINK RAILWAYS BILL. 


| 

| (BY 
| ORDER). 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


Read a second time, an l committ2d. 


| JUSTICES OF THE PEACE (No, 2) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[The Deputry-CHarrman, Mr. Cald- 
vell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) in the Chair]. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 11, after the word ‘ solicitor’ 
to insert the words ‘if qualified.’ ”—(.Wr. Cave.) 


S 
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Quest’on again proposed, “That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Justices of the Peace 


Mr. F. E. SMITH, who was very 
indistinctly heard, was understood to 
say he had hoped the hon. and 
learned Solicitor-General would accept 
this Amendment without discussion. 
It was perfectly clear that as the 
business of the House was conducted 
at present it was the duty of the Law 
Officers to scrutinise very carefully the 
draughtsmanship of the Bills the Govern- 
ment presented, and it was the duty of 
the Opposition to attempt to give as much 
assistance as they could in all matters 
affecting draughtsmanship. If the hon. 
and learned Gentleman had seen his way 
to accept these words he would have 
made this Bill a more consistent and 
intelligent measure than it was at present. 
If these words were inserted after the 
word “ solicitor’ a very great ambiguity 
avoided. If the Committee 
gave its attention to the words of 
the section, they would see that the 
section at first sight was worded in a 
If the section was draugh- 
“if otherwise 


would be 


singular way. 
ted without the words 
qualified * no reasonable person accus- 
tomed to construe Acts of Parliament 
would imagine that it related to any 
other disability. They had already 
swept away every other disability, and no 
one would consider that if these words 
were omitted the provisions contained in 
Clause 2 would be construed so as to over- 
ride the existing disabilities. But the 
position had altogether changed, and he 
submitted that as the clause at pre- 
sent stood it was open to misconstruc- 
tion and to possibilities of litigation, 
which he was sure the Solicitor-General 
would be the first to wish to avoid in the 
interests of the measure to which he had 
attached his name. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley) said the Committee was en- 


titled to some reply from the Solicitor- | 
As the clause stood, a solicitor : 


General. 
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could be appointed to be a magistrate in 
any county of England. Was that in- 
tended ? If the restrictive words were 
excluded they would introduce into the 
clause a certain element of right for 
solicitors to be appointed all over the 
country, which was distinctly and 
avowedly excluded by the preceding 
clause. If the Solicitor-General pre- 
ferred that the Amendment should 
not be taken at this point, it could 
be inserted after the word “county” 
in line 2. It would equally meet the 
point, and save the hon. and _ learned 
Gentleman’s face. 


(No. 2) Bill. 


*Mr. NIELD (Middlesex, Ealing) said 
he was glad that after so many years thie 
Government were ready to rehabilitate 
the lower division of the legal profession 
by placing an unlimited confidence in 
solicitors which neither in fiction nor in 
real life had been shown them in years 


past. 


Tue DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN said the 
Question was that the words “ if 
qualified ” be inserted. 


*Mr. NIELD said he was suggesting 
that the words in the Bill showed such 
satisfaction on the part of the Gove:n- 
ment in solicitors that their qualification 
was of no moment, and they were to he 
permitted to be appointed to any bench 
in any county without apparently the 
qualifications which other persons were 
required to have. 


Tue DEPUTY-CHAIRMAWN said he 
had informed the hon. Gentleman that he 
was out of order, and he must confine 
himself to the Amendment. 


*Mr. NIELD said with all possible 
respect he ventured to submit that his 
observations were directed to show that 
the proposal of the Government was that 
no qualification was necessary at all an 
in criticising this exhibition of confidence 
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he was speaking to the Amendment, the 
direct purpose of which was to make 


Justices of the Peace 


it clear and free from ambiguity, so that 
while extending the opportunities for a 
appointed the 
qualification should be required from him 


solicitor being same 


as from other persons. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON said he 
had intended to move an Amendment to 
the Amendment to insert after “if”’ the 
word ‘‘ otherwise.” He hoped his hon. 
friend would accept his Amendment, 
moved with the _ per- 


which he now 


mission of the Committee. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

“To insert after the word ‘if’ the word 
‘otherwise.’ ”—(Vr. Mitchell-Thomson.) 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment agreed to. 


{(Juestion proposed, “That the word, 


‘if otherwise qualified ’ be there inserted.” 
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*Lorp HELMSLEY (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) said there was no doubt that 
solicitors would be admirable adjuncts 
to the Bench, but the question whether 
they fulfil 
whether qualified or 


should those functions 


not gave rise 


to a very grave consideration. He 
failed to see why solicitors should be 
mention while 


chosen for particular 


other professions equally respectable 
and equally admirable in all their qualifi- 
cations were absolutely unmentioned. 
The Committee were entitled to the 
opinion of the Government as to why 


The 


drafting of the Bill was certainly of a 


the words had been omitted. 
very loose character, and the Solicitor- 
General would be hardly treating the 
Committee with respect unless he told 
them why these words had been omitted 


in this clause and inserted in Clause 2. 
(uestion put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 47; 
Noes, 297. (Division List No. 58.) 





Acland-Hood,Rt Hn SirAlex.F. 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hn. Sir H. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N. 
Beach,Hn.Michael Hugh Hicks 
Bottomley, Horatio 
sridgeman, W. Clive 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Craig,Captain James (Down, E. 





Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. | 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Acland, Francis Dyke | 
Agnew, George William 

Armitage, R. | 


AYES. 


Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, Robert( Lanark, Govan 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Herny William 

Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt.Hon.Col. W 
Lane- Fox, G. R. 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


NOES, 


Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 


Liddell, Henry 

Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Nield, Herbert 

O’Niell, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire} 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Smith, F.E. (Liverpool,Walton) 
Starkey, John R. 

Valentia, Viscount 

Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.} 


Younger, George 
g g 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Mitchell-Thomson and _ Sir 
William Bull. 


Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 


Baker,Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) | Barnard, E. B. 
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Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn,John Williams(Devonp’t 
Benn,W.(T’w'r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Bert ‘am, Julius 

Bethell,J. H. (Essex, Romford) 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Black, Arthur W.(Bedfordshire 
Boland, John 

Bolton,T.D. (Derbyshire, N.E.) 
Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J. F. L. (Lanes., Leigh) 
Bryce,Rt.Hn.James (Aberdeen 
BryceJ.A. (Inverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burnyeat, J. D. W. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats,Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephens (Lambeth) 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett,C H (Sussex, E.Grins’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harold 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Crossley, William J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,David (MontgomeryCo. 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Delany, William 


Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway ! 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh.) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras,N 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dillon, John 

Dobson, Thomas W. 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. ( Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
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Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gardner, Col. Alan (Hereford,S 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gulland, John W. 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Worc’r) 
Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hope, W. Bateman (Somerset,N 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H. 
Jackson, R. 8. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson FE. 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G.(Leominster 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid 

Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs) 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. ' 
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) MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal, E. 


M‘Callum, John M. 


| M‘Crae, George 
| M‘Kean, John 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. 

Maddison, Frederick 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Massie, J. 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alfred 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. S. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Nannetti, Joseph P 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,Charles N. (Doncas’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O'Grady, J. 

O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 


| Radford, G. H. 


Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. Waterford) 


| Redmond, William (Clare) 


Rees, J. D. 

Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mp’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, FE. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson,Sir G. Scott(Bradf’d 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
togers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
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Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann,Chas. E.(Manchester) | 
Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seddon, J. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 
Stanley,Hn.A.Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 


{1 May 


Sullivan, Donal 
Summerbell, T. 


Torrance, A. M. 


Ure, Alexander 
Verney, F. W. 


Walsh, Stephen 


(The Chairman (Mr. 
took the Chair. } 


Emmott) here 


*Mr. JOHN RUTHERFORD (Lanca- 
shire, Darwen) asked, on a point of order, 
whether solicitors who were Members 
of the House had a right to vote in the 
division which had just taken place. 


He believed that some fifteen solicitors 


had voted. The rules were very par- 
ticular in regard to hon. Members 
voting upon any matter in- which 


they were directly interested. 


CHAIRMAN : 


question of special or pecuniary interest 
- ’ 


*THE This is not a 


and under those conditions I think a 


solicitor has a right to vote. 


Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye) did 
not think the Government could possibly 
intend to give those special advantages 
which were expressly taken away from 
every other class of the community. 
He begged to move to insert the words 


“in which he resides.” 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 12, after the word ‘county, 
to insert the words ‘in which he resides.’ ”— 
(Mr. Courthope.) 


| Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
| Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 


Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, E. P. (Salisbury) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Tomkinson, James 


Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Walters, John Tudor 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 
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Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, W. L. (Carmarthen) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 

Young, Samuel 
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Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. Herbert 
Lewis. 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. F. E. SMITH suggested that the 
object of his hon. friend would be achieved 
if in the earlier section of the Bill he 
moved to insert— 

“That a solicitor may be appointed a justice 


of the peace for any county in or within seven 
miles of which he resides.” 


He suggested that this was a matter on 
which the Opposition were entitled to 
some guidance from the Solicitor-General 
as to whether under the clause as drafted 
there was or was not any geographical 
limitation of the right of a solicitor to act 
asa justice of the peace. As a matter of 
legal construction would it not be pos- 
sible for a solicitor to be appointed a 
justice of the peace for a 
had 
graphical qualification ? 


county in 


which he no residential or geo- 


*Str W. ROBSON said he desired to 
remind the Committee that the Bill did 
not profess to code the law relating to 
justices of the peace. It proposed merely 
to amend the law in one or two definite 
particulars, the main particular being to 
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That 
was the subject matter of the first clause, 
but it left the rest of the law with regard 


to justices of the peace standing. There 


abolish the qualification by estate. 


was a residential qualification in the case 
of county magistrates imposed under 
statutes of Henry V. 


{COMMONS} 





The qualification | 


by estate was removed by this Bill, | 


but the old residential qualification 
remained. 


on this matter, he hoped the House 


| 
| 
| 


Having explained the law. 


would not think that he was at all lacking | 


in respect if he refrained from getting up 
and explaining it again and again if hon. 


Members opposite insisted upon putting | 


the same questions repeatedly. 


*CoLONEL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square) said it was very desirable 
that hon. Members who had not the legal 
knowledge of the luminaries on the front 
bench opposite should get all the in- 


formation they could on the different 


‘the clause was badly drafted. 


(No. 2) Bill. 


General it was necessary on account of 
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some law passed in the reign of Henry V. 
His knowledge of history was limited, 
but he had not yet heard that there was 
any king of Scotland called Henry V. 


Mr. MITCHELL - THOMSON said the 
Solicitor- General was not entitled to 
found his case for Scotland on any law 
passed for England in the reign of 
Henry V. 
Gentleman to consider very seriously the 


He asked the right hon. 


Amendment which had been put forward 
by the hon. Member for Rye. 


Lorp HELMSLEY said he had 
received with great gratitude the 
explanation of the Solicitor - General, 


but that explanation only showed that 
A Bill 


' of this kind ought to be plain, and under- 


| stood 


points in the Bill before they gave their | 
'the only people who would benefit from 


assent to the measure. The Solicitor- 


General had stated that the law with | 


respect to the residential qualification of a 


person appointed as a justice of the peace 


was passed during the reign of Henry V. | 


In the case of a solicitor it was now 
proposed that there should be no resi- 
dential qualification. He thought it was 


a very serious matter that they should be 


called upon to make this extraordinary | 


change in the law on behalf of one class of 
the community. He would support the 


Amendment because itseemed to him very 


desirable that the residential qualification | 


which was considered necessary in the 
reign of Henry V. should be maintained 
now. 


Lorp DALRYMPLE (Wigton) said 
this Bill was to apply to Scotland as well 
as England, and according to the Solicitor- 

Siu W. Robson. 


| previous division. 


'the clause which 


an ordinary layman. He 


by 


| maintained that not one layman in a 


hundred could understand it, and that 
it would be lawyers. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
it was not necessary either for the hon. 
Member or his constituents to understand 
He 


should vote against the Amendment for 


any of these Acts of Parliament. 


the same reason as he had voted against 
If he under- 
the 


the previous Amendment. 
the 
hon. and learned Solicitor-General had 


stood explanation which 
given it was that although every solicitor 
was a person and would come within 
related to residential 
qualification, yet was 


every person 


not solicitor. 
the 


because 


a He suggested that 
be withdrawn 


of the 


in a 


Amendment should 
the 
Amendment had 


whole object 
tested 


It was quite clear 


been 
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that so long as a man was a solicitor, 
no matter where he resided or where he 
practised, he was entitled under this 
clause to be on the county bench. 


Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorkshire W.R., 
Barkston Ash) said he certainly hoped 
that the Committee would not accept the 
suggestion of the hon. Member for Liver- 
pool who had now gone below the gang- 
way and had told the Committee he was 


an interested person. They were grateful 





to the Solicitor-General for his explana- 


tion, but the hon. and learned Gentleman 


had not explained one of the points raised, | 
and that was wh~ this disqualification | 
should not be taken out of this par- 


ticular clause. 


AYI 


\ Jand-Hood,RtHn.Sir Alex. F. 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt. Hn. SirH. 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,RtHn.A.J.(City Lond.) 
B irrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N.) 
seach,Hn. Michael HughHicks 
Bottomley, Horatio 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cecil, Lord R.(Marylebone, E.) 
Coates,E. Feetham(Lewisham) | 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig,Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. 
Craig, Captain James (Down,E. 
Craik, Sir Henry 


Xt. Hon 
Henry 


Finch, 
Forster, 


— 


Hills, J. W. 
Hunt, 


Lane-Fox, G. R 
Legge, Col. 
Liddell, Henry 
Lonsdale, John 
M‘Calmont, 


Dalrymple, Viscount ; Nield, 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan. Robert (Lanark,Govan | Rasch Sir Frederic Carne 
. George H. 


Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 
Hervey,F. W. F.(BuryS.Edm‘d | Starkey, John R. 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 


Houston, Robert Paterson 
Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt. Hn. Col. W. | 

: | TELLERS FOR THE 
Hon. Heneage 
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*Tue CHAIRMAN said that the hon. 
Member was not discussing the Amend- 
ment before the Committee. 


Mr. LANE-FOX said he was anxious 
to bow to the ruling of the Chairman, but 
he wished to press the point that the hon. 
Member for Liverpool was a prejudiced 
person, and should not be allowed to 
mislead the House. 


Mr. COURTHOPE expressed the hope 
that the Solicitor-General would see his 
way to accept his Amendment. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 54; 
Noes, 317. (Division List No. 5%.) 


aS. 


Herbert 
| O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


| Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
| Rutherford John (Lancashire) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, F.E. (Liverpool, Walton) 


William 


Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Valentia, Viscount 
| Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 


Younger, George 


AYES— 
| Mr. Courthope and Sir 
William Bull. 

Brownlee | 


Colonel James | 


NOES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Agar-Robartes, Hon. T. C. 
Agnew, George William 
Armitage, R. 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Asquith, Rt.Hn. HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 


Barnard, E. B. 
Barnes, G. N. 


3eale, W. P. 
Beauchamp, E. 


3eck, A. Cecil 
Bell, Richard 


Bennett, E. N. 
Bertram, Julius 


Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 


Jarran, Rowland Hirst 


Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 


Bellairs, Carlyon 
Benn, JohnWilliams(Devonp rt 
Benn, W.(T’w'r Hamlets,S.Geo. 


Bethell, J. H.(Essex,Romford) 


Bethe.], T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Black,Arthur W.( Bedfordshire 
Boland, John 

Bolton, T. D.(Derbyshire,N.E.) 
Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Brigg, John 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner,J. F. L. (Lanes., Leigh 
sryce,Rt. Hn. James( Aberdeen) 
Bryce,J. A.(Inverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Rybura 
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Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burnyeat, J. D. W. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cairns, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 


Justices of the Peace 


| Hazel, Dr. A. E. 


Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight | 


Cawley, Frederick 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats,SirT. Glen (Renfrew,W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S.Pancras, W. 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,CH(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Crossley, William J. 

Davies, David(MontgomeryCo. 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Delany, William 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 
Gardner,Col.Alan (Hereford,S. 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 


Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) | 


Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gulland, John W. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 
Halpin, J. 


| Helme, Norval Watson 


| Hooper, A. G. 
| Hope,W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 


' Mond, A. 
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Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 


(Vo. 2) Bill, 


Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. S. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncastr 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W.} 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) O’Grady, J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire | O’ Malley, William 

Jowett, F. W. O’Mara, James 

Joyce, Michael O’Shee, James John 

Kearley, Hudson E. Parker, James (Halifax) 
Kekewich, Sir George Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 


on 
— 
bo 


Hazleton, Richard 
Hedges, A. Paget 





Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobart, Sir Robert 


Horniman, Emslie John 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 
Illingworth, Percy H. 
Jackson, R. S. 

Jenkins, J. 











Kincaid-Smith, Captain | Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) | Power, Patrick Joseph 
Laidlaw, Robert | Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster | Radford, G. H. 

Lambert, George | Raphael, Herbert N. 


| Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 

Lehmann, R. C. Redmond, William (Clare) 

Lever,A.Levy (Essex, Harwich | Rees, J. D. 

Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) | Renton, Major Leslie 

Levy, Maurice Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 

Lough, Thomas Richardson, A. 

Lundon, W. Rickett, J. Compton 

Lupton, Arnold Ridsdale, E. A. 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 

Lynch, H. B. Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) | Robertson, Rt. Hn. E.( Dundee 

Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs | Robertson,SirG.Scott(Bradf'rd 

Mackarness, Frederic C. Robinson, 8S. 

Macpherson, J. T. Robson, Sir William Snowdon 

MacVeagh,Jeremiah(Down,S. Roche, Augustine (Cork) 

MacVeigh,Charles(Donegal,E.) | Roe, Sir Thomas 

M‘Callum, John M. | Rogers, F. E. Newman 

M‘Crae, George | Rose, Charles Day 

M‘Kean, John | Rowlands, J. 

M'Kenna, Reginald | Russell, T. W. 

M‘Killop, W. | Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 

M‘Micking, Major G. | Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 

Maddison, Frederick Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 

Mansfield, H.Rendall (Lincoln) | Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 

Markham, Arthur Basil Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 

Marks, G. Croydon (Launceston | Schwann,Chas. E. (Manchester) 

Marnham, F. J. Scott, A.H.(Ashton underLyne 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) | Sears, J. E. 

Massie, J. | Seaverns, J. H. 

Meagher, Michael | Seddon, J. 

Meehan, Patrick A. | Seely, Major J. B. 

Menzies, Walter | Shackleton, David James 

Micklem, Nathaniel Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 

Molteno, Perey Alfred | Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B. 

| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


Lamont, Norman 
Law, Hugh Alexander 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 
Stanley,Hn.A. Lyulph(Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 


Justices of the Peace 
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Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas,David Alfred(Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 


(No. 2) Bill. 514 


White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire)y 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North). 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Pulmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, W. L. (Carmarthen) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 








Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, E. P. (Salisbury) 





Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) 
said he rose with mingled feelings to 
move the Amendment which stood in 
his name, which wasto leave out all the 


He had 


feelings of gratitude in the first place that 


words after county in Clause 3. 
the public at large and a_ beneficent 
Government had at last awakened to the 
proper position of the members of the 
solicitors’ profession to which he had 
the honour to belong. For hundreds of 


years solicitors, simply because they were 


solicitors, had been debarred from 
acting as magistrates. They had 


always resented it and very properly 


considered that such a bar was an insult 
to the profession. There was no reason 
why a solicitor should not be a magis- 
trate. But the reason he moved this 
Amendment was that the Government 
The Bill said 


that solicitors might act as magistrates, 


had only gone half way. 


but at the same time it said it should 
not be lawful for any solicitor being a 
justice of the peace to practice either 
by himself or his partner before any 
justice in that county. A barrister could 
practise anywhere, and he felt certain 


that when this Amendment was put the 


members of the senior branch of the pro- | 
fession present in the Committee would | 


Support it. Another argument why a 


Walters, John Tudor 

Wardle, George J. 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 


Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhouse,Sir JT( Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 


Nors— 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Whiteley 
Herbert Lewis. 


solicitor should be allowed to practise 
was that a son often practised for his 
father. Then there was the case of a 
solicitor practising before his father, 
The Solicitor-General having thus far 
rid solicitors of disabilities he should 
have the strength of his convictions and 
free solicitors from all the barriers and 
restrictions from which they had suffered 


for so many years. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 12, to leave out from the 
word ‘county,’ to the end of the Clause.’ ””— 
(Mr. Charles Craig.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out, to the word ‘ or,” 
in line 13, stand part of the Clause. ” 


Sir W. ROBSON said he was quite sure 
that solicitors generally would make no 
objection to this very limited disqualifica- 
tion. They would not regard it as an 


insult to be asked to abstain from 
practising before justices for the county 
or of a borough within the county for 
which they were appointed justices. If 
they took up a judicial office they ought 
to accept with it conditions that would 
sustain the public confidence, and he*was 


sure that the bulk of the solicitors in 
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the country would welcome any pro- 
The clause had, 
of course, nothing to do with a solicitor 


The clause 


vision in that direction. 


practising before a partner. 
was that a solicitor who was a justice 
might not directly or indirectly practise 
before the justices. He thought that 
would commend itself to the fairness of 
the Committee. 


CotonEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) asked the Solicitor- 
General whether, in the event of the 
clause being passed, he would give con- 
sideration to a case which was within 
his knowledge in which a solicitor in a 
certain town, who was clerk to the justices, 
was asked to become chairman of the 
urban that 
office he became ex officio a magistrate, 
and as such could not act as clerk to the 
justices. He suggested that a solicitor 


in that position might be allowed to 


council. If he accepted 


refrain from taking the office of magis- 
trate, otherwise a hardship would be 


done. 


Str W. ROBSON said the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman had put very fairly 
before the Committee a particular case, 
he would not say of hardship, but in 
which a disadvantage was incurred by 
a particular person. It was impossible, 
however, to frame or remove a disquali- 
fication without giving rise to some such 
case as that suggested. He was afraid 
that the only thing the Gentleman 
referred to could do would be to decline 


the honour offered him. 


Lorp R. CECIL said the question was 
of rather more importance than the 
Sohicitor-General appeared to realise. 
No that it 
desirable that those who acted as magis- 


one doubted was very 
trates should not practise before the 
Sir W. Robson. 
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bench of which they were members; 
but this was a question whether it was 
desirable to put that as a positive dis- 
qualification into an Act of Parliament. 
It appeared to him to ke a very 
unnecessarily insulting provision. A 
barrister was entitled to be a magis- 
trate and also practise before the bench 
Why 
should they make this distinction between 
He could not 


conceive any reason why they should 


of which he was a magistrate. 
solicitors and barristers ? 


not consider a solicitor to be as honour- 
aple and respectable as a barrister. 


Mr. Lupron rose in his place, and 
claimed to move, “‘ That the Question be 
now put;” but the Chairman withheld 
his assent, and declined then to put that 
Question. 


Question again proposed. 


Mr. LANE-FOX said that upon this 
Amendment he was in full agreement 
What 


person 


with the Solicitor-General. 
He 


could not possibly give an unbiassed 


was 


a solicitor ? was a who 


opinion. The local solicitors knew the 
secrets and the skeletons in every cup- 
board, and they knew the business of 
almost all the people living in their dis- 
The effect of this 
would be very serious, and he could not 


trict. Amendment 


support it. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
that every solicitor had to give an under- 
taking in the words of the present clause, 
and he thought that it was a proper pro- 
vision to make. He would suggest that 


it should be made stronger. 


Mr. Souiciror-GENERAL rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.” 











le 
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Question put, “ That the Question be 


now put.” 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Agnew, George William 
Armitage, R. 
Armstrong, W. C. Neaton 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E.) 
3alfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
sarker, John 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
: arnard, E. B. 
Barne 8, G. N. 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
seale, W. P 
seauchamp, E. 
Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Beck, A. Cecil 
Bellairs, Caryon 
Benn,John Williams (Devonp’rt 
BennWT’ w’ rH’ mPts S.Gorg :s 
Bennett, E. N. 
serridge, T. H. D. 
Bertram, Julius 
Bethell, J. H. (Essex, Romford) 
Billson, Alfred 
Black, ArthurW.( Bedfordshire 
Soland, John 
Bolton, T. D. (Derbyshire, N.E. 
Bottomley, Horatio 
ae A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Brace, William 
Bramsdon, T. A. 
Brigg, John 
Brodie, H. C. 
Brooke, Stopford 
srunner,J.F.L. (Lancs. Leigh) 
srvce,J. A.(Inverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burnyeat, J. D. W. 
Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt.Hn. SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cairns, Thomas 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt.Hn. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 
Clough, W. 
Coats, Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J. (8S. PancrasW 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,CH(Sussex,E. Grinst’d 


Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
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AYES. 


Cory, Clifford John 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harold 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Crossley, William J. 

Davies, David( Montgomery Co. 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Delany, William 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galwy 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras N 
Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan,C. (Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Den!igh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. Vv. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, ‘I’. R. 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 
Gardner,Col. Alan( Hereford,S. 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbert Jolin 
Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John —— 
Hazel, Dr. A. 

Hazleton, Ric ma 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, W.Bateman(Somerset,N 
Horniman, Emslie John 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 310; 
(Division List No. 60.) 


Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 
Illingworth, Percy H. 
Jackson, R. 8. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 


_ King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 


Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alexander 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 
MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal, E.) 
M’Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Massie, J. 


Rt. Hon. David 


Meehan, Patrick A. 
Menzies, Walter 
Micklem, Nathaniel 
Molteno, Percy Alfred 
Mond, A. 

Montagu, E. 8. 


Mooney, J. J. 

Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 
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Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) | 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncaster | 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow,W. ) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’Grady, J. 

O’Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 


Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) | 


Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’pt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee 
Robertson,Sir G. Scott(Bradf'd 


Acland-Hood, Rt.Hn.SirAlexF. 
Arnold-Forster,Rt.Ha.HughO 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn. Sir H. 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, kt Hn.A.J.(City Lond. 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N.) 
Beach, Hn. Michael HughHicks 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, FE.) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Captain James (Down, E. 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 
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| Roe, Sir Thomas 
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Robinson, 8S. Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliife) 
Robson, Sir William Snowdon | Tennant, E. P. (Salisbury) 
| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, FE.) 


Rogers, F. E. Newman | Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 


| Rose, Charles Day | 


Rowlands, J. | 


| Runciman, Walter | 


Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) | 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 


| Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 


Schwann, Chas. E. (Manchester 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seddon, J. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) | 


| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel | 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Simon, John Allsebrook 


| Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 


Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh. | 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 


NOES. 


Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 

Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Liddell, Henry 

Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
M‘Callum, John M. 
Meysey-Thompson, Major E.C. 
Nield, Herbert 


| TELLERS FOR THE 


Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Wardle, George J. 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


| White, Patrick (Meath, North} 


Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


| Wiles, Thomas 
| Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, W. L. (Carmarthen) 


Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhouse, SirJ T.( Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 


AYES— 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. 
A. Pease. 


O’Neil!, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne « 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherferd, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Starkey, John R. 

Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark 
Valentia, Viscount 

Williams, Col. R. (Dorset,W.) 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Sir William Bull and Mr. 
Charles Craig. 


Question put accordingly, “That the | word ‘or,’ in line 13, stand part of the 


words proposed to be left 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 318; 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 


out, to the | Clause.” 
Noes, 46. 


AYES. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Agnew, George William 


(Division List No. 61.) 


Armitage, R. 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
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Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert H. 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury,E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barran. Rowland Hirst 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Beck, A. Cecil 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, John Williams(Devonprt 
Benn, W.(T’w rHamlets,S.Geo. 
3ennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, J.H.(Essex, Romford) 
Billson, Alfred 

Black, ArthurW.( Bedfordshire) 
Boland, John 

Bolton, IT’. D. (Derbyshire, N.E. 
Bottomley, Horatio 

Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
3race, William 

3ramsdon, T. A. 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Brigg, John 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J.F.L. (Lanes.,Leigh) 
Bryce, J.A.(Inverness Burghs) 
3uchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
3urke, E. Haviland- 

Burnyeat, J. D. W. 

surt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
3uxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. 
3yles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 
Carr-Gomm, W. H. 
Causton, Rt. Hn. 
Cave, George 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, Sir W. J. (S Pancras, W 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett,C. H(Sussex,EGrinst’d) 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifferd John 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harold 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Crossley, William J. 

Davies, David(MontgomeryCo. 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H(StPancras, N. 


Richard K. 
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Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward | 
Erskine, David C. 
Essex, R. W. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferens, T. R. 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 
Gardner, Col. Alan (Hereford,S | 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r.) 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Helmsley, Viscount 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope,W. Bateman (Somerset,N 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H. 
Jackson, R. 8. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kincaid -Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
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Lambert, George 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Law, Hugh Alexander 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid 
Lehmann, R. C. 
Lever, A. Levy( Essex, Harwich) 
Lever, W.H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M. (Falkirk Bghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, 8. 
MacVeigh, Chas. (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall(Lincoln) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks, G.Croydon( Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alfred 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. 8. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cieophas 


| Murphy, John 


Murray, James 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncaster 


| Nolan, Joseph 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid. 
O Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


| O Connor, James (Wicklow, W 


O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’Grady, J. 

O’ Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 


| O'Malley, William 
| O'Mara, James 
| O’Shee, James John 


Parker, James (Halifax) 
Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C.E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
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Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ | 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford | 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards, T. F. )Wolverh’mptn 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Chas. H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee 
Robertson, SirGScott( Bradf’rd 
Robinson, 8. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Robertson, Rt. Hn. E( Dundee) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, Chas. E.(Manchester) 
Scott, A.H. (AshtonunderLyne 
Sears, J. E. 


Acland-Hood, Rt. Hn.SirAlexF 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn H. O. 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.Sir H 
Balcarres, Lord 

Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N 
Beach, Hn. Michael H. Hicks 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, Captain J. (Down, E.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan | 





And, it after 


being 


clock, the Chairman proceeded to in 


terrupt the business. 


Whereupon Mr. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. | 
Abraham, Wiiliam (Rhondda) | 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Agnew, George William 
Armitage, R. 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 





Justiees of the Peace 


Eleven 


SoLIcITOR-GENERAL 
claimed, ‘ That the Question ‘ That the Noes, 52. 
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Seaverns, J. H. 

Seddon, J. 

Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
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| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 


Shaw, Rt. Hn. T. (Hawick B.) | 
| Walters, John Tudor 

| Wardle, George J. 

| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 


| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Sileock, Thomas Ball 


Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 


| Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
| Strauss, E. 


A. (Abindgon) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, E. P. (Salisbury) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, A. M. 

Toulmin, George 


NOES. 


Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hervey, F.W.F.( BurySEdm’ds) 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Keswick, William 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Liddell, Henry 

Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Meysey-Thompson, Major E.C. 
Nield, Herbert 


| , 
- | put.” 


AYES 


Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 


of the! Clause stand 


Walsh, Stephen 


Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney 
Waterlow, D. S. 


| Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
| Weir, James Galloway 


White,' George (Norfolk) 


| White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire- 
|W. hite, Luke (York, E. R. 


White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


| Wiles, Thomas 
| Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 


Williams, W. L. (Carmarthen) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhouse, SirJT(Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. Herbert 
Lewis. 


O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Smith, F.E. (Liverpool,Walton 
Starkey, John R. 

Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark 
Valentia, Viscount 

Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 


| Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
William Bull and = Mr. 
Charles Craig. 

part of the Bill’ be now 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 504; 
(Division List No. 62.) 


Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beale, W. P 


Beauchamp, E. 
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525 Justices of the Peace 
Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) | 
Beck, A. Cecil 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn,Johna Williams(Devonp’rt 
Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamiets,SGeo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Billson, Alfred 

Black, A. W. (Bedfordshire) 
Boland, John 

Bolton, T. D. (Derbyshire,N.E. | 
Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Brigg, John 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J. F. L. (Lanes., Leigh 
Bryce, J. A. (Inverness Burghs 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burnyeat, J. D. W. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt Hn. RichardKnig it 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. ; 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, SirWm.J (S. Pancras, W. 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett,C H (Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Crossley, William J. 

Davies, David( MontgomeryCo. ) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies. W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, H. W.(St. Pancras, N. 
Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward | 
Erskine, David C. 
Essex, R. W. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferens, T. R. 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 


| Hazleton, 
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Gardner, Col. Alan (Hereford,S 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 


| Gill, A. H. 


Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 


| Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 


ariffith, Ellis J. 


| Gulland, John W. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Right Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobart, Sir Robert 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset, N. 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H. 
Jackson, R. S. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh 
Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh Alexander 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid 
Lehmann, R. C. 


| Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral 


Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 


| Lundon, W. 


Lupton, Arnold 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Lynch, H. B. 


| Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 


Macdonald, J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S 
MacVeigh, Chas. (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 
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M‘Crae, George 

M’Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. 

M’Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln 


Qeriham Arthur Basil 


Starks, G.Croydon (Launceston 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Perey Alfred 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. 8. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncaster 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W 


' O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’Grady, J. 

O’ Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinburgh,Central 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Holland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mptn 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee 
Robertson, Sir GScott( Bradf'rd 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 


/ Rose, Charles Day 
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Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, Chas. E. (Manchester 
Scott, A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seddon, J. 

Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hn. T. (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowdon, P. 

Soares, Ernest J. 


Acland-Hood,Rt Hn Sir AlexF. 
Arnold-Forster,Rt.Hn. HughO. 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. SirH 
Balcarres, Lord 

Barrie, H.T.(Londonderry, N.) 
Beach, Hn. Michael HughHicks 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos, H. A. F 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8. 
Craig, Captain James (Down, E 
Craik, Sir Henry 


Question put accordingly, ‘‘ That the | 
clause stand part of the Bill.” 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Agnew, George William 
Armitage, R. 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Astbury, John Meir 

3aker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, JosephA.(Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
3arker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beale, W. P. 
Beaucham::, E. 


sa 


{COMMONS} 


Spicer, Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley, Hn. A.Lyulph(Chesh) 
Steadman, W. C. 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Tennant, E. P. (Salisbury) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthy1 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 


NOES, 


Dalrymple, Viscount 

Duncan, Robt. (Lanark, Govan 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Keswick, William 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Liddell, Henry 

Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
M’Calmont, Colonel James 
Meysey-Thompson, Major E.C. 


AYES. 


Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
3eck, A. Cecil 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, John Williams (Devonp’rt 
Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S. Geo. 
Bennett, E. N. 

serridge, T. H. D. 

Billson, Alfred 

Black, ArthurW.(Bedfordshire 
Boland, John 

Bolton, T.D. (Derbyshire, N.E. 
Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Brigg, John 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J.F.L. (Lancs., Leigh) 


(No. 2) Bill. 


| Wardle, George J. 
| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 


Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney 
Waterlow, D. S. 


| Wedgwood, Josiah C. 


Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire 


| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, W. L. (Carmarthen) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wood, T. M’ Kinnon 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Hudd’rsf’d 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES — Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. Herbert 
Lewis. 


Nield, Herbert 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Remnant, J. Farquharson 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, F. E. (Liverpool,Walton 
Starkey, John R. 
Thomson,W. Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Valentia, Viscount 

Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Claude Hay and = Mr. 
Watson Rutherford. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 295; 
‘Noes, 42. (Division List No. 6°.) 


Bryce, J.A.(InvernessBurghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burnyeat, J. D. W. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hon. Sydney Chas. 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cairns, Thomas 

Carr-Gomm, H.W. 
Causton, Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
Cave, George 

Cawley, Frederick 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Coats, Sir T. Glen(Renfrew, W-) 

















529 Justices of the Peace 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, CH (Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Crossley, William J. 

Davies, David(MontgomeryCo. 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, H.W.(St.Pancras, N 
Pobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donclan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Kilis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gardner, Col. Alan(Hereford,S. ) 
Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Griflith, Ellis J. 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lowis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazelton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Honderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 
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Illingworth, Percy H. 


| Jonkins, J. 


Johnson, John (Gateshead 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson, E. 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh Alexander 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy(Essex, Harwich 
Lever, W.H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M. (Falkirk B’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 
MacVeigh, Charles( Donegal, E. 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks, G.Croydon( Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alfred 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. 8. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, ChairlesN.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’ Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Grady, J. 


ERIES. | an 
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O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Pearson, Sir W.D. (Colchester) 
Philipps, Owen, C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C.E. (Edinburgh Central) 
Radford, G. H. 

tainy, A. Holland 

taphael, Herbert H. 

tea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Secarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
tedmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

tickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Loberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
toberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, SirG.Scott( Bradfrd 
2obinson, 8S. 

20bson, Sir William Snowdon 
toe, Sir Thomas 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 

tose, Charles Day 

towlands, J. 

tunciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Samuel, 8. M. Whitechapel) 
Scarisbrick, 'T. T. L. 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, Chas. E.(Manchester) 
Scott, A.H. (Ashton under Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seddon, J. 

Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick, B. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowdon, P. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley, Hn.A.Lyulph(Chesh. ) 
Steadman, W. C. 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S, (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, FE. P. (Salisbury) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
T'omkinson, James 

Youlmin, George 

Verney, F. W. 
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Vivian, Henry 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walsh, Stephen 

Wardle, George J. 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. 8. 





Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
Weir, James Galloway 


Acland-Hood, Rt.Hn.SirAlex. F 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balcarres, Lord 

3arrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N. 
Beach, Hn.MichaelHughHicks 
Pridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, EF.) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Craig, CaptainJames(Down, E.) 
Dalrymple, Viscount 

Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan 
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White, George (Norfolk) 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) | 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Williams, J. (Glagmoran) 


NOES. 


Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’d 
Hill, SirClement(Shrewsbur y) 
Hill, Henry Staveley (Staff’sh.) 
Hills, J. W. 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Liddell, Henry 

M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Meysey-Thompson, Major E.C, 
Nield, Herbert 
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Williams, W. L. (Carmarthen) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Hudd’rsf'd 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. Herbert 
Lewis. 


O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Smith, F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Starkey, John R. 

Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Valentia, Viscount 

Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE Noks—Mr. 
Lonsdale and Viscount Helin- 


sley. 





eech indicates revision by the Member. 
a 








Whereupon the Chairman left the| ting in Committee of Ways and Means 

Chair to make his Report to the House. | it shall not be proceeded with. | 
e v 
Committee report Progress; to sit| *Mr, SPEAKER: The practice uni w | 
again this day. formly was as I have described, that is nt, 

to say, if by reason of divisions or for | ¢ 

Me. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, any ethees reason the House sat after S | 
EK.) said he desired as a matter of order one o’clock the Orders of the Day were : ; 
to ask whether under the new rules the read through, but if the Orders were et 
House was not supposed to rise at 11.30, reached beloce one o'clock when om 5 Q 
and if so whether it was in order to pro- o’clock arrived the House rose. Thit [3 : 
ceed now with any further business. was the interpretation placed on +. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: [think it. will be Standing Order No. 1, and I think it will © ; 
distels 40 tallow’ tie maw quien a0 probably be desirable to continue that : | 
in the last Parliament. The practice — x ] 
was that in case the House sat after eniaee 0 
one o'clock the Orders of the Day were DRUNKENNESS ([RELAND) BILL. \ re 
gone through. Order for Second Reading read, and : 
discharged :—Bill withdrawn, re 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Does E 
that also apply to Bills moved and read| And, it being after half-past Eleven al 

a second time and not objected to of the clock, Mr. Speaker adjourned the 

House without Question put, pursuant U) 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes. to the Standing Order. is 


Mr. MOONEY: The Standing Order 
lays down that unless it is a Bill origina- | 


A 19 
| Adjourned at a quarter  aiter th 
Twelve o’clock, 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 2nd May, 1995. 


The House met ata quarter before 
Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Norwich Union Life Insurance Society 
Bill [Lords] (by Order). 
time, and committed. 


Lands) Order Confirmation Bill; North 
Berwick Corporation Order Confirmation 
Bill. Considered ; to be read the third 
time upon Friday. 


y the Member. 


Water Provisional Order Bill, ‘‘ to 
confirm a Provisional Order made by the 
Board of Trade under The Gas and 
Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, re- 
lating to Poole Water.” Presented by 
‘ Mr. Kearley; supported by Mr. Lloyd- 
: George; read the first time; and re- 

ferred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 

[Bill 18°3.] 


indicates revision b 


Speech 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill, “to confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Beckenham, Oswald- 
twistle, Rochdale Rochford (Rural), 
and Warrington,’ presented by Mr. 
Runciman; supported by Mr. John 
Burns; read the first time; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
184.] 


at the commencement of @ 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(Poor Law) Bill, “ to confirm a Provisional 
Order of the Local Government Board 
relating to the Bury Saint Edmunds 
Incorporation,” presented by Mr. Runci- 
man; supported by Mr. John Burns ; 
read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 185.] 


Cork City Railways and Works Bill. 
Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Committee on the 
Cork Junction Railways Bill in Session 
1905 be referred to the Committee on 
the Cork City Railways and Works Bill. | 
—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


VOL. CLVI. 


Asterisk €*) 


An 


[FouRTH SERIES. ] 
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Read a second | 


Cathcart District Railway (Superfluous | 
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| PETITIONS. 
‘cOAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; From Aber; 


| Britannic ; Brynsheffrey ; Gilfach Goch ; 
| Liversedge; Netherton; Old Hill; 
'Quarry Bank; Shireoaks and Steetley ; 
_and, Wyke Collieries; to lie upon the 
| Table. 


| EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL (RELIGIOUS TEACHING). 

Petitions against alteration of Law; 
from Addington; Ash next Sandwich 
(two); Ashton; Bedminster; Birken- 
head; Bosham and New Fishbourne ; 
Bishopston (two); Caterham ; Caterham 
Valley ; Cheetham; Childrey; Chillen- 
den; Chiswick (two); Dudley; Edge 
Lane; Felpham; Felpham and Middle- 
ton; Goodrich ; Grasmere (two); Great 


Toller; Hammersmith (six); Haxey ; 
Heathfield; Hertingfordbury (two) ; 
Hillmorton; Hinckley; Hoar Cross 
(two); Hythe; Ingoldmells; Isle of 
Elmley (two); Islington; Kingstone 


and Thruxton (two) ; Linton ; Liverpool ; 
Llangarron ; Llanwarne ; London 
(three) ; Loppington ; Lymington (two) ; 
Merton (two); Mildenhall; New Fish- 
bourne; Northbourne; Oving; Peter- 
church; Ramsgate (two); Ravenscourt 
Park; Ravenstonedale; Reading; Ro- 
chester (two); Ryde; Salesbury (two) ; 
Shepherd’s Bush; Staines; Stanford ; 
Stanford with Postling; Stanley (two) ; 
Stodmarsh ; Tilmanstone; Turner’s Hill 


Tyringham cum Filgrave; Wakefield ; 
Wellington Heath (two); Westbere 


(two); Westhampnett; West Kensinz- 
ton; Weston Subedge ; Woburn; Wolla- 
ton; and, York ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
Petition from Sarum and Wilts, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LAND VALUES TAXATION, &c. 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Aberdeen, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1854) AMENDMENT BILL. 


Petition from Aberdeen, against; to 


lie upon the Table. 


U 








Questions. 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour ; from Edinburgh ; 
and, Scottish Executive of the British 
Women’s Temperance Association; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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POLLING ARRANGEMENTS | 
(PARLIAMENTARY BOROUGHS) _— 


Petition from Westminster, for altera- | 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF COKE BILL. 
Petition from Cambridge, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition of the Scottish National 
Sabbath Union, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table. 





VAGRANT CHILDREN BILL. 
Petition from Bloomsbury, against ; to | 
lie upon the Table. | 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. | 


DRUMDOE, COUNTY ROSCOMMON 
(INQUIRY). 
Return [presented April 30th] to be 
printed. [No. 151.] 
NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHER 
(IRELAND) PENSION FUND. 
Account [presented May Ist] to be) 
printed. [No. 152.] 








INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Rules and Pro- 
gramme of Examinations for 1907 [by 
Act]; to le upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 153.] 


GAS COMPANIES (METROPOLIS). 
Copy presented, of Accoun‘s of the 
Me ropelitan Gas Companies for the year 
195 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table and 
to be printed. [No. 154.] 


EAST INDIA (RAILWAYS AND 
IRRIGATION WORKS). 


Return presented, relative thereto 


[Address, April 30th ; Mr. Robert Price]; 


{COMMONS} 





to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 155.] 
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TRANSVAAL (CHINESE LABOURERS) 
(CRIMES), 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{Address, February 21st; Mr. Mackar- 
ness]; to lie upon the Table. 


Questions. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 


Return ordered, ‘‘ showing (1) names 
of Judicial and other Commissioners, of 
the Legal and Lay Assistants and Asses- 
sors in connection with the Land Com- 
mission holding office on the Ist day of 
January, 1906; (2) date of original 
appointment; (3) date upon which 
appointment expires ; (4) age of appoint- 
ment; (5) residence at time of appoint- 
ment; (6) locality in which practical 
experience of land was acquired; (7) 
where educated; (8) previous occu- 
pation ; (9) acreage of lard farmed; 


(10) whether held as owner or tenant; 


(11) what other experience in agriculture ; 


'and (12) what experience in valuing, 


mapping, and surveying (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 151, of 
Session 1902).’’—(Mr. Dillon.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Working Hours in Royal Dockyards. 


Mr. J. WILLIAMS BENN (Devon- 
port): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty when the proposed new 
scheme as to working hours in the 
Royal Dockyards will take effect, and 
what is the reason for departing from 
the date of April 2nd, mentioned in 
the Admiralty order. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The date for commencement of the con- 
templated new scheme of working hours, 
which provides for a uniform forty- 
eight hour week throughout the year, 
is not yet definitely fixed. April 2nd, 
the first working day of the present 
financial year, was a provisional sug- 
gestion only. It has been not found 
practicable to deal with all the details 
involved in a change of this magnitude 
in time to admit of the institution of 
the new scheme on that date, but it is 
hoped to introduce it early in July. 
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537 Questions. 
Land Purchase in County Galway. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Estates Commissioners 
are negotiating with the view of pur- 
chasing some eleven farms of four to 
five acres of land each in the townland 
of Mincloon, Galway, at the request of 
the tenants on the same, which purchase 
will include a grazing portion of some 
forty acres adjoining and belonging to 
the same landlord; whether the un- 
economic holdings will be enlarged by 
reason of this purchase; whether 
attempts are now being made to deprive 
the tenants of a portion of the seaweed 
which heretofore they have been allowed 
to use; and, if sa, will he give such 
instructions as will protect the interests 
of the tenants in this matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) I under- 
stand from the hon. Member that the 
estate referred to is the property of 
the Alliance Assurance Company. The 
Estates Commissioners inform me that 
they are unable to trace any proceedings 
before them in reference to that estate. 


Devonport Dockyard. 
Me. J. WILLIAMS BENN: To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 


whether, in view of the increased 
accommodation at Devonport, the 
breaking-up of obsolete ships with 


dockyard labour and the sale of the 
materials would yield a better finan- 
cial result to the Government than the 
prices realised at recent sales; and 
whether he is prepared to give the dock- 
yard an opportunity of showing what 
can be done in this department. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
There is no reason to anticipate that the 
breaking-up of old vessels in the dock- 
yards would yield a better financial 
result than selling them by public 
auction, and it is not proposed to adopt 
the course suggested. 


Hamburg Seamen Strikes. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brough): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he is aware that police officers were 
employed at Cardiff, on Thursday, April 
19th, assisting to send away by train 
a number of seamen of various nationali- 


{2 May 1906} 





Questions. 538 


ties engaged by foreign shipping agents 
to take the place of seamen now on 
strike at Hamburg, in Germany; 
whether he is aware that one of the 
officers threatened a coloured seaman 
who objected to go; whether he is 
aware that police officers have been 
employed at Dover on similar work, 
and also members of the Metropolitan 
Police Force; if he can state under 
whose instructions these officers were 
rendering foreign shipping agents assist- 
ance; and whether he will give instruc- 
tions in future that English police offi- 
cers are not to be employed to assist 
foreign shipping agents. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
I have not heard of the employment of 
the police on the occasions referred to 
by the hon. Member; but I presume 
that they were present for the purpose 
of performing their duty in the main- 
tenance of public order. I will, how- 
ever, make inquiry of the Cardiff police 
authorities, and also of the other police 
authorities, if the hon. Member will 
indicate precisely the occasions to which 
he refers. 


School Inspection in Ireland. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland wheth=r the 
Commissioners of National Education 
approve of inspectors holding the annual 
inspection of a school on the day on 
which the annual vacation commences ; 
and whether, seeing that such a test is 
unfair to the teacher, steps will be taken 
to get inspectors to endeavour to meet 
the teachers’ wishes in this respect. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Com- 
missioners of National Education inform 
me that the date on which the annual 
inspection of a school takes place depends, 
amongst other things, on the engage- 
ments of the inspector and the circum- 
stances of the school. If the particulars 
of any case in which it is alleged the 
date fixed for the annual inspection has 
operated unfairly towards the teacher 
are supplied to the Commissioners they 
will investigate the matter. 


South African Constabulary—Officers’ 
ensions. 


Mr. WILLIAM KESWICK (Surrey, 
Epsom): To ask the Under-Secretary of 
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of the South African Constabulary, serving 
in the Orange River Colony, would be 
entitled to pensions upon the reduction 
or disbandment of the force; and, if 
not, what special measures are contem- 
plated for compensating the e officers 
for the loss of their employment, should 
the force be disbanded upon the grant 
of self-government to the Colony. 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) The 
terms of appointment of the officers of 
the South African Constabulary are not 
such as to entitle them to exp:ct a pen- 
sion in the contingency suggested. 


Royal Naval Hospital, Stonehouse. 
Mer. J. WILLIAMS BENN: To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 


he is aware that in Government 
works carried out at the Royal 
Naval Hospital, -Stonehouse, masons 
have been employed to do_ the! 
work of plasterers, and that the 


premium system has been adopted with 
regard to such work; and whether such 
conditions are consistent with the trades 


union rules agreed between masters and | 


men in these trades outside the dock- 
yards. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
Masons have been employed to do the 
work of plasterers in certain cases where 
the work consisted of patching and job- 
bing, 7.e., where a mason did cutting- 
out of brickwork or masonry, etc., he 
made good the plastering as well, and 
so finished the job on which he started. 
As regards the second part of the Ques- 
tion, the premium system has not been 
adopted in the case of such jobbing work 
previously mentioned, but it has been 
adopted in regard to plastering done by 
plasterers on new work. With regard 
to the last part of the Question, it is 
believed that the premium system is 
not employed by firms in the building 
trade in the Plymouth district ; but as 
the men cannot lose but only stand to 
gain by this system, it is not considered 
that its adoption, is in any way incon- 
sistent with the rules agreed between 
masters and men. 


Ordnance Survey Employees’ Grievances. 
LIEUTENANT -CoLoNEL PHILIPPS 
(Southampton): To ask the hon. 
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State for the Colonies whether the officers | 
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Questions. 


Member for South Somerset, as re- 
presenting the President of the Board 
of Agriculture, whether the order 
issued last year to the arsenals and 
dockyards, whereby in the case of re- 
duction of the staff the men selected 
for discharge should be drawn from those 
with less than fifteen years service, is 
applied in the case of the Ordnance 
Survey Department; and, if not, the 
reason why the Government employees 
in the Ordnance Survey with long service 
should be treated with less consideration, 
especially in view of the fact that, owing 
to the nature of the work in the Ordnance 
Survey, it is practically impossible for 
an employee of long service to find suit- 
jable employment outside the depart- 
| ment ; and whether, seeing that amongst 
| the employees in the Derby division of 
| the Ordnance Survey who are now under 
‘notice of discharge, there are a number 





| of employees of very long service in the 
department, ranging up to thirty-three 
| years, and that there are between 400) 
}and 500 men in the department who 
| have less than fifteen years service, many 
of whom are performing duties precisely 
similar to those men now under notice 
of discharge, he will, when making such 
discharges, if any such discharges are 
absolutely necessary, undertake to apply 
|to the Ordnance Survey the same prin- 
‘ciples in recognising long service as are 
now applied to the arsenals and dock- 
yards. 


(Answered by Sir Edward Strachey.) 
The order to which my hon. friend refers 
does not apply to the Ordnance Survey. 
It is, however, the general rule on the 
Ordnance Survey, when a reduction of 
staff becomes necessary, to select the 
younger men for discharge where possible, 
but the circumstances of each case have 
to be considered. In the case of the 
abolition of the Derby division it is not 
possible to make room elsewhere for all 
the older men in that office by discharg- 
ing younger men from other divisions. 
There is a certain amount of work that 
must be done by youths, for which the 
older men are in no way suitable. 
Younger men and men with inferior 
records in other divisions have already 
been displaced, as far as possible, m 
order to retain the older men, but it is 
not practicable to do this in all cases. 
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Out of fifty-one men discharged within | petition with business centres, where 


Questions. 


the last twelve months at least thirty- 
seven were young men with short service. 


Separation Orders. 
Mr. H. H. MARKS (Kent, Thanet) : 
To ask Mr, Attorney-General if he can 
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| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


state the number of separation orders | 


made by courts of summary jurisdiction 
in each of the years 1904 and 1905. 


(Answered by Sir Lawson Walton.) 
Table XIV. of the Judicial (Criminal) 
Statistics for 1904 show that the number 
of separation orders made by courts of 
summary jurisdiction in that year was 
6,752, viz., 273 under section 5 (£) of 
The Licensing Act, 1902; 
section 5 (1) of the same Act ; and 6,316 
under section 5 of The Summary Juris- 
diction (Married Women) - Act, 1895. 
The figures for last year are not yet 
complete. 


Great Northern Railway (Ireland) Rates. 

Mr. LIDDELL (Down, W.): To ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that the Great 
Northern Railway Company (Ireland) 
charge the same rates for goods from 
Belfast to Glenavy as from Belfast to 
Antrim, though Glenavy is ten miles 
nearer Belfast than Antrim, and although 
the total distance from Belfast to Antrim 
is only 274 miles; and whether he will 
make representations to the railway 
company on the subject. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) No 
complaint has been made to the Board 
of Trade with respect to the rates to 
Glenavy, but I have asked the railway 
company for their observations on the 
subject, and will communicate with the 
hon. Member on receiving their reply. 


Stamping of Documents at Newport, 
onmouthshire. 


Mr. L. HASLAM (Monmouth 
Boroughs) : To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury is he aware that inconvenience 


to and delay in the transaction of busi- | 


tess are caused by the absence of faci- 
lities for stamping documents at New- 
port, Monmouthshire; and, seeing that 
this absence of facilities involves 
not only financial loss to traders, but 
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stamping facilities are at hand, will he 
consider the advisability of providing 
the desired facilities at an early date. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) The 
provision of stamping centres depends 
upon (a) the population of the town or 
city which they would serve, (b) the 
average number of documents which 
require stamping, and (c) the existing 
facilities in a neighbouring town. In 
the present case the population and 
number of documents fall below that 
of any town which at present has such 
a centre. Moreover, facilities exist at 
Cardiff, which is not far distant from 
Newport. As the number of documents 
to be stamped would not be increased 
by the creation of a centre, the course 


| proposed would involve an additional 


places them on unequal terms of com- 


expenditure without any compensation 
to the Exchequer. There are many 
towns which have greater claims, but 
at present have no stamping facilities, 
In these circumstances, although I regret 
the fact stated in the first part of the 
Question, I am unable to authorise the 
desired concession. My hon. friend, no 
doubt, is already aware that facilities 
are provided by the Post Office for the 
transmission, free of cost, of documents, 
executed or unexecuted, on prepayment 
of the duty. 


Celluloid Hair Combs. 

Mr. E. BETHELL (Essex, Maldon) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if his attention has 
been drawn to accidents arising from 
the use of celluloid hair combs; and 
whether, having regard to the inflam- 
mable nature of this material, he will 
consider the advisability of introducing 
legislation to secure the marking of these 
articles in such a way that the public 
may know the danger to which they are 
exposed by their use. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
[ am aware that a certain number of 
accidents have arisen from this cause, 
especially when impure celluloid is used. 
The question of putting marks upon 
materials of all sorts that are likely to 
be dangerous is a very wide one, and 
I do not see my way to deal specially 
with celluloid, but I hope the question 
will call attention to the possible danger 
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of these articles, and will put the public 
on their guard. 


Questions. 


Railway Clerks and the Workmen’s 
Compensation Bill. 

Mr. NIELD (Middlesex, Ealing): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether, in view of the 
danger frequently attending the perform- 
ance of their duties, he will include 
railway clerks generally or railway check- 
ing clerks within the scope of the Work- 
men’s Compensation Bill, now under 
the consideration of the House. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
I think it will be more convenient for 
hon. Members for me to defer making 
any statement on this point until the 
time comes to discuss it in Committee. 


Church of England School and Non- 

conformist Scholars. 

Mr. W. H. LEVER (Cheshire, Wirral) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Education, if he can state in how many 
parishes where a Church of England 
school is the only available elementary 
school, the managers have arranged for 
the children of Nonconformists attending 
such school to have religious instruction 
in accordance with the faith of their 
parents. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Board 
have no information on the subject. 


Upkeep of Voluntary Schools. 

Mr, TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R. 
Elland): To ask the President of the 
Board of Education whether he can 
state the total amount expended by the 
managers upon the upkeep of voluntary 
schools from subscriptions or sources 
other than rates and taxes during each 
of,the last three years. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Board 
have no information on the subject. 


Bombay-Sinde Railway. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether the construction 
of the proposed Bombay-Sinde Railway 
has been sanctioned by the Secretary 
of State in Council; and whether he 
can state what the length and gauge of 
the railway will be, and what is the 
estimated cost per mile. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The construction of a railway on the 
broad gauge to connect Bombay with 
Sind has been sanctioned, but there 
is still some uncertainty as to the rote 
which will be followed. The Railway 
Board have sanctioned a reconnaissance 
of alternative routes to the north and 
south of the Runn of Cutch. Supposing 
the southern route to be adopted, the 
length would be about 295 miles, and 
the cost has been roughly estimated 
at £1,406,667, or £4,768 per mile. 


Questions. 


Army Pensioners. 

Mr. THORNE (West Ham, 8.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he can see his way clear to order the 
payment of Army pensioners weekly or 
monthly instead of quarterly, as at 
present. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
This question is at present receiving 
careful consideration. 


Army Forage Cap. 

CoLoNnEL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square): To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he can see 
his way to allowing the cavalry to revert 
to the old pattern forage cap for walking 
out in now that a khaki cap has been 
issued for parades. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The question of reverting to the old 
pattern forage cap for cavalry was fully 
considered when the introduction of 
the new peaked cap was under discussion. 
The new pattern peaked cap will be issued 
for walking out purposes when the stock 
of the present pattern is exhausted. 


Army Desertions in Scotland. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
if he will state the number of desertions 
from the respective barracks in Scotland 
during each year since 1900. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The figures readily available are detailed 
below. No figures have been given 
prior to 1902, as any figures for the 
period of the South African War would 
cause considerable labour to compile, 
and would not serve any useful purpose for 
comparison. 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Keyham Engineer Cadets. 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether an estimate can be formed of 
the value of the services of the engineer 
cadets at Keyham during the last 
financial year in refitting the machinery 
of the ‘“Ringdove,” “Traveller,” and 
“Thistle,” and for their assistance on 
other vessels ; and whether he will state 
how far Keyham College is self-suporting 
as the result of this work. 


*THE SECRETARY To toe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Epmunp  Ronerrson, 
Dundee): A report has been called from 
the dockyard, and I will communicate the 
result to my hon. friend as soon as it has 
been received. 


Mr. BELLAIRS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether the 
attention of the Board has been drawn to 
the recent Report of the Committee 
appointed by the Institute of Civil 
Engineers, with representatives of all 
the distinctive engineering bodies, and 
to the Committee’s recommendation in 
favour of engineering education and 
specialisation commencing at seventeen 
years of age; and whether this recom- 
mendation will receive the consideration 
of the First Lord of the Admiralty before 
steps are taken to stop the entries of 
engineer students into Keyham in favour 
of the Osborne cadets entered at thirteen 
years of age. 


*¥Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: 
The attention of the Admiralty 
has been drawn to the Report 
in question, but it does not appear 
that the inquiries of the Committee 
extended to marine engineering as 
applied to the naval service, nor have 
any communications passed between the 
Committee and the Admiralty on the 
subject. The Report deals with a scheme 
for the training of youths whose after 
career and employment would be 
essentially different from the career and 
duties of a naval officer. 


New Short Rifle. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will make arrangements for 
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the new short rifle to be placed in the 
tea-room for inspection by Members of 
the House ; and if he can not see his way 
to adopt this course, will he say when it 
can be inspected. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. HaLpane, Haddington): A 
specimen shall be put in the tea-room. 


Ross-shire Militia. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War if he will state the 
names of the firms with whom the com- 
manding officer of the 3rd Seaforth 
Highlanders (Ross-shire Militia) com- 
municated in order to secure a special 
steamer for the conveyance of the men of 
the Ross-shire Militia, living in the Lews, 
from Stornoway to Kyle of Lochalsh, on 
the evening of the 3rd April. 


*Mr. HALDANE: The firm was that 
of Messrs. MacBrayne, Limited. 


Cost of Rifle Manufacture. 

Mr. HIGHAM (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, in view of the fact that 
the Enfield Factory made 83,590 rifles 
at acost of £2 9s. 5d. each in 190-12, 
60,757 at a cost of £2 11s. 6d. each in 
1902-3, and 14,805 at a cost of 
£2 13s. 7d. each in 1903-4, will he state 
why orders for rifles should now be given 
to the trade while our own machinery is 
starding idle, as shown by the reduced 
production just stated ; and will he give 
the number of rifles and the cost as pro- 
duced in 1904-5 and 1905-6. 


*Mr. HALDANE: The grant of orders 
to the trade, while the Ordnance Factory 
machinery is not fully occupied, is part of 
asettled policy. This policy has heen 
explained to the House on previous occa- 
sions, and I believe it to be a very valu- 
able one. As regards the figures asked 


jfor in the Question, these were giver 


fully in reply to a Question put yesterday 
by my hon. friend. 


Vaccine for the Army and Navy. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg toask the Secretary 
of State for War whether any calf lymph 
produced at the Army and Navy Vaccine 
Institute last year is preserved on ivory 
points ; and, if so, how many ; and will 
he state the original source of the lymph 
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with which the calves at this establishment 
have been inoculated. 


Questions. 


*Mr. HALDANE: No lymph is now 
preserved at the Institute on ivory points. 
The stock calf lymph at present in use 
has been obtained through the courtesy of 
Messieurs St. Yves Menard and Chambon 
from the Institute of Animal Vaccination, 
Paris. 


Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD (Somerset- 
shire, Wellington) : Can we have some of 
this lymph in the tea-room also ? 


Operations in Natal. 

sin GILBERT PARK ER (Gravesend) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if he can say how many 
troops the Natal Government now have 
ready for operations ; how many mounted 
and how many infantry; the estimated 
number of rebels with Bambata and with 
Sigananda ; and whether there is official 
information that Sigananda is in rebel- 


) 


lion? 





| 
THe UNDER-SECRETARY For THE | 
COLONTES (Mr. CHURCHILL, Manches- | 
ter, N.W.): It is not, I think, always | 
desirable to give detailed information as 
to the composition and strength of forces 
about to be employed in active military 
operations. It is, I think, sufficient to | 
state that the Zululand Field Force | 
numbers about 2,000 men, the majority of | 
whom are mounted. The rebels were | 
reported on the 27th of April to have | 
three strong impis, but I cannot say the | 
numbers. The Governor telegraphed on 
l7th April that Sigananda’s tribe had 
broken into open rebellion. 





Mr. MYER (Lambeth, N.) asked 
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whether the hon. Gentleman could explain 


with any kind of exactitude the phrase | 


“state of rebellion.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
FE.) : What are they rebelling against ? 
Mr. CHURCHILL: 


I presume a 


state of disorder which is menacing to | 
life and property would constitute a state | 


of rebellion. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND asked the 
hon. Gentleman whether he had not 
reason to believe that this unfortunate 
and lamentable state of affairs in South 
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Africa was the direct outcome of the 
recent summary execution of natives. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No, Sir. I am 
bound to say I do not think there is any 
connection between the executions to 
which my hon. friend has referred and the 
rising in Zululand. 


Mr. MYER: Is not the hon. Gentle- 
man aware that this rebellion has been 
engineered by the Natal Government for 
the past two or three years. 


[No Answer was returned. } 


Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) asked 
whether it was not a fact that the rebel- 
lion was almost entirely due to the impo- 
sition of the poll tax, and whether it was 
not an act of rebellion for a chief to leave 
his kraal without having committed any 
other offence. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think these are 
questions for which notice ought to be 
given. They do not properly arise out of 
the question on the paper. 


The Boers and Chinese Crime. 
*Mr. MACKARNESS (Berkshire, 
ewbury): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been called to 
the report sof a meeting held on April 7th 
at Vrededorp, at which General Botha, 
addressing a meeting of citizens of the 
Transvaal, said that the atrocities which 
were being committed by the Chinamen 
must be put an end to, that the un- 
certainty of life and property which at 
present existed in the Transvaal could no 
longer continue, and that he had asked 
Lord Selborne to receive a deputation of 
himself and his friends; will he say 
whether Lord Selborne would receive 


;such a deputation; and whether what 


| 
| 





took place would be communicated to the 
House. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: My attention has 
been called to a newspaper report of the 
speech. It appears that Lord Selborne 
is to receive a deputation on May 4th. 
I have received no official information on 
the subject, but Lord Selborne will no 
doubt report the result in due course, and 
the question of publication will then be 
considered, 
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Chinese Deserters from the Mines. 

*Mr. MACKARNESS: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether his attention has been 
called to a letter, dated March 29th, by 
the President of the Chamber of Mines 
in the Transvaal, in which he states that 
the recently reported outrages by 
wandering Chinese deserting from the 
mines had caused the gravest concern to 
the directors of the mining companies ; 
that the Chamber had been in communi- 
cation with the Government on the matter 
of more effective police protection ; that a 
deputation would wait upon the Attorney- 
General to discuss the matter in all its 
bearings on March 30th; whether the 
Secretary of State had received any 
Report of the interview between the 
deputation and the Attorney-General ; 
and whether he would lay such Report 
before the House. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I have seen the 
letter to which the hon. Member refers. 
The Secretary of State has been informed 
by Lord Selborne in a despatch received 
by the last mail that the mining companies 
have been actively engaged in con- 
sultation with the acting Lieutenant- 
Governor and himself in considering 
whether it is possible to take further 
steps to exercise an effective supervision 
over the coolies, and that he was expecting 
definite proposal from them shortly. 
The Secretary of State expects to receive 
a further report as to the result of these 
communications, and will consider the 
question of publication or its receipt. 


Withdrawal of the Reward for Bambata’s 
apture. 

Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether he 
can inform the House whether the price set 
upon Bambata’s head has now been with- 
drawn by the Natal Government ; and 
whether His Majesty's Government has 
any communication from the Governor 
of Natal as to whether natives now 
captured are to be tried by military or 
civil courts. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Yes, Sir. The 
offer of a reward for the capture of 
jambata alive or dead has been with- 
drawn ; and the Secretary of State has 
been informed that it is the intention of 
the Natal Government to try all natives 
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other than those actually taken fighting 
with arms in their hands by the civil 
tribunals and not by courts martial. 


The Executed Natives. 

Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD: I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he can state when 
the House may expect to be put in posses- 
sion of the evidence against the condemned 
twelve natives which satisfied the 
Governor of Natal that they had been 
properly tried. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The Governor 
has been asked to send copies of the 
evidence. I am in communication with 
him as to the question of the publication 
of Papers. The evidence, which is very 
bulky, may be expected to reach the 
Secretary of State before the end of the 
month, 


Papers on Natal. 

Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
asked when it was proposed to lay further 
Papers on Natal on the table of the 
House ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL said he undertook 
before the Easter recess to lay Papers, 
but events had since arisen which would 
render it necessary to include further 
papers. But as he gathered from the 
hon. Gentleman it would be convenient 
to have as much information as possible 
up to the present, he would draw the 
attention of the Secretary of State to the 
desire for an interim Blue-book on Natal 
affairs, and he should think that by 
Monday next one could be laid. 


Railways on the Afghan Frontier. 

Mr. LYNCH (Yorkshire, W. kh, 
Ripon): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India, what progress has been 
made with the extension of the railway 
from Peshawar towards the Afghan fron- 
tier ; and whether, in view of the effect 
of the penetration of Russian influence 
into Persia during recent years upon the 
frontier problem in India, he will refuse 
to sanction the expenditure of large sums 
of money in connection with railways on 
the north-west frontier. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. JoHN Morey, Montrose 
Burghs): I stated on February 26th 
that a railway 22} miles in length was 
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under construction, from a point near 
Jamrud on the existing line to a point 
on the Kabul river.t Any proposals that 
may be received for further railway con- 
struction towards the Afghan frontier 
will receive most careful consideration 
from the financial and other points of 
view indicated in the hon. Member's 
Question. 


China and the Tibetan Agreement. 

Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
Chinese Government have accorded their 
adhesion to the Tibetan agreement of 
September 7th, 1904; and, if so, whether 
he is in a position to announce the terms 
of this adhesion. 


THe SECRETARY to tur LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. RunNcr- 
MAN, Dewsbury) (For Sir Epwarp 
Grey): The Convention between Great 
Britain and China which was signed at 
Peking on April 27th secures the 
adhesion of China to the Convention 
established with Thibet in 1904. The 
text of the Convention has not yet been 
received, but it will be laid before Parlia- 
ment in due course. The Convention 
does not, however, alter the arrangements 
arrived at under the Convention with 
Thibet, as confirmed by the Government 
of India. It contains an engagement on 
our part not to encroach on Thibetan 
territory, nor to interfere in the govern- 
ment of Thibet, the Government of China 
undertaking not to allow any foreign 
State to interfere in the government or 
internal administration of Thibet. It 
also states that we do not seek for our- 
selves any of the concessions mentioned 
in Article IX. of the Convention with 
Thibet which were denied to any other 
State or to the subjects of any other 
State. The Convention with China does 
not alter the amount of the Thibetan 
indemnity in any way. 


Pentonville Warders Grievances. 
Mr. WARDLE (Stockport) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he is aware that on 
the visit of His Majesty’s Inspector of 
Prisons to Pentonville on the 7th and 8th 
of February last an entry was made in 


the inspector’s minute book that no 





t+ See (4) Debates, elii., 771. 
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officers fell out of the ranks to make 
complaints, and that such entry was 
endorsed by the governor of the prison ; 
and whether, seeing that some twelve or 
thirteen officers so fell out and preferred 
complaints, he will say what he proposes 
to do in the matter. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Grap- 
STONE, Leeds, W.): The facts are as 
stated in the hon. Member’s Question, 
except that as I understand only six 
officers fell out, and that the governor 
of a prison does not endorse entries in 
the inspector’s book, but merely notes any 
instructions it may contain. The ex- 
planation is that the inspector was 
specially engaged during the afternoon 
of this day on a Committee which was 
sitting at Pentonville to inquire into 
certain matters relating to the prisoners’ 
clothing and property. The chief war- 
der accordingly was not able to communi- 
cate to the inspector that certain officers 
desired to see him, until 5.30 p.m. In 
the meantime the inspector, not being 
aware that any officer desired to see him, 
had made the entry in the book referred 
to. He saw the officers immediately, but 
by inadvertence omitted to delete the 
original entry in the book. ‘The 
inspector acquainted the Commissioners 
on the following day that certain 
otticers had made representations to him 
on the subject of their hours of duty, ete. 


The Invasion of Continental Gipsies. 

Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, whether his attention 
has been drawn to the fact that a band 
of about fifty-four German gipsies 
arrived by different steamers at Leith on 
April 2nd, distributed in such numbers in 
each vessel as to evade the regulations of 
The Aliens Act, 1905, as amended by 
him, and under which the number of 
steerage passengers necessary to con- 
stitute a vessel an immigrant ship was 
raised from twelve to twenty; whether a 


similar band of  gipsies, numbering 
twenty-six, reached West Hartlepool 


about April 26th, and were refused per- 
mission to land under the Act; whether, 
seeing that the arrival of gipsies has 
caused uneasiness to the inhabitants of 
those counties of Scotland through which 
they have been wandering for the past 
few weeks, he will say whether constables 
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have been obliged to be on duty day and 


night to watch these gipsies and escort 
them from county to county ; and whether 


Questions. 


the Government propose to take any, and, | 


if so, what steps to bring undesirable 
immigrants of this class under the 


provisions of the Act. The hon. 
Gentleman, in putting the Question, 
said several points were answered 


on the previous day, and he would only 
trouble the right hon. Gentleman with 
the fresh points. 
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*Mr. GLADSTONE: It is the fact 
that on or about the date mentioned and | 
since then several parties of aliens, known | 
as German gipsies, have arrived at Leith 
and elsewhere. They have come in 
numbers not exceeding twenty, and on 





non-immigrant ships, so that they are not 
subject to inspection under the Act. A | 
party of alien passengers believed to be | 
of the same character and numbering | 
twenty-six also arrived on April 26th 
at West Hartlepool, and were not per- 
mitted to land, as that is not an immi- | 
gration port. As regards the fact that 
those of the gipsies who have landed in | 
Scotland appear to have taken care to 
evade the provisions of the Act by 
coming in parties nor exceeding twenty, 
I may point out that the same evasion was 


possible, with only a_ little more | 
trouble, when the number was _ fixed 
at twelve. I have set on foot  in- 


quiries into this matter, and when I 
have obtained full information I 
shall consider without delay what steps, 
if any, it may be necessary for me to 
take for the purpose of restricting the 
further arrival of such aliens. As 
regards the measures taken for deal- 
ing with those of them who have | 
already landed in this country, I would 
refer to the Answer to a similar Question 
which was given yesterday by my right 
hon. friend the Secretary for Scotland. 


Mr. COCHRANE: Then steps will 
be taken to prevent an evasion of the 
intentions of the Act ? 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: When I have 
ascertained the facts I will answer that 
Question. 


Dangerous Trades—Home Office Rules. 
Mr. VIVIAN (Birkenhead) : 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 


| On 


| KEARLEY, Devonport) : 


I beg) 
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Home Department, whether he could see 
his way to lay upon the Table a State- 
ment showing to which dangerous trades 
rules and regulations have been applied 
by the Home Office. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: Yes, Sir; I shall 
be happy to do so, and I hope at the same 
time to furnish information showing what 
is the present position with regard to each 
of the trades which have formed the 
subject of an inquiry. 


Aliens Act. 


Sir WILLIAM BULL (Hammer- 
smith): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for the Home Department, if he 
proposes to move any amendments on 
the Committee stage of the Aliens Bill. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: No, Sir. 


| Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Goods 


Porters. 
Mr. HUDSON (Neweastle-on-Tyne) : 
behalf of the hon. Member for 
Derby I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if he has now 
received the Return of the number of 
hours worked by the goods porters em- 


| ployed by the Lancashire and Yorkshire 


Railway Company, at Goole, during the 
months of October, November, and 
December, 1905; and, if will he 
publish it. 


So, 


*THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to THE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
The Board of 
Trade expect to hear from the Company 
in a few days. 


Hours of Work of Railway Signalmen. 

Mr. HUDSON: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for Derby I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
if he will call for a Return of the number 
of instances on which eight and ten hours 


| signalmen on the railways of the United 


Kingdom have been ealled upon to work 
more than eight and ten hours, and how 
many hours per shift, respectively, during 
the month of February last. 


*Mr. KEARLEY: Yes, Sir. The 
Board of Trade will take steps to obtain 
a Return of the nature desired by my 
hon. friend. 
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Small Dwellings Act. 
*Mr. SEARS (Cheltenham): I beg to} 
ask the President of the Local Government | 
Board if he will state the total number of | 
advances made by local authorities under | 
the Small Dwellings Act, 1899, to the | 
present time, distinguishing between 
those in the county of London and the 
rest of the kingdom, 


*THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHN 
Burns, Battersea): As regards London, 
I am informed that the total number of 
advances made by the County Council 
under the Act up to the end of 
1905 was ten. Advances have, I 
believe, also been made by some of 


the Méetropoltitan Borough Councils, 
but I do not know the number. As 


regards England and Wales, excluding 
London, the only information in my 
possession relates to cases of application | 
by local authorities to the Local 
Government Board for sanction to loans 
under the Act. The total number of 
these applications up to the end of 1905 
was ninety-seven. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) asked 
whether the Act had done much to 
prevent overcrowding. 


Mr. BURNS: From these figures I 
should say not. 


Street Improvements in Newcastle-on- 
Tyne. 

Mr. HUDSON: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
if he has seen the Report of the inquiry 
held by Mr, H. Perey Boulnois, M.1.C.E., 
Inspector of the Department, into an 
application made by the City Council of 
Newcastle-on-Tyne for leave to borrow 
£7,665 for works of street improvements, 
wherein the said inspector stated that. 
the Board would not sanction the loan 
if the corporation regular staff were to be 
employed on the work, but if special 
men were employed for the purpose the 
loan might be granted ; and can he state 
the reason of this order, if such order 
has been given. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: The view taken 
by the Local Government Board is that 
the wages of workmen permanently em- | 
ployed by a local authority should not | 
be paid out of borrowed money, and | 
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consequently it is their practice to ex- 
clude from the amount to be borrowed 
for works proposed to be executed by the 
authority any sums which would be paid 
in respect of such wages. In the present 
instance, I understand from the inspector’s 
Report that he thinks that each of the 
intended works will be carried out by 
gangs specially employed for the purpose. 
If this course is adopted, there will be no 
objection to including their remuneration 
in the loan. 


Questions. 


Mr. HUDSON : Will this rule in any 
way prevent municipal corporations from 
doing their own work ? 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: Certainly not. 
It is drawn up in the interest of sound 
equitable finance. 


Provincial Postmen’s Allowances. 
Mr. CLYNES (Manchester, N. E.): I 


beg to ask the Postmaster - General 
whether he is aware that an official 


promise was made in March, 1905, to pay 
special allowances, not exceeding 3s. per 
week, to provincial postmen for per- 
forming various mail bag night duties, 
and that these allowances have not yet 
been paid to a number of men who have 
been performing the specified duties since 
April of last year ; and, if so, will steps 
be taken to pay the allowance to the men 
concerned from the time they have 
performed the duties. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SYDNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Pop- 
lar): [ am aware of the promise referred 
to, and in the majority of cases the 
allowances are now being paid. In those 
cases which are still under consideration 
the allowances, when granted, will of 
course date from April Ist, 1905. 


Education Question—Column B. of 


the Register. 

Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford Uni- 
versity): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Education, what com- 
pensation, if any, will be afforded to those 
students who have incurred expense and 


‘have deferred the commencement of 


their professional career with a view to 
qualifying for a place on Column B. of 
the Register, which is now to be abolished. 


THe PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD oF 
EDUCATION (Mr. Brrre.t, Bristol, 
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N.): The Board are prepared, on the 
abolition of the Register, to take steps to 
repay the fees paid by students for 
registration. The additional attainments 
obtained by students with a view to 
qualifying for a place on Column B. of the 
Register are, I should have thought, 
likely to be equally valuable to them in 
their professional career, even though the 
Register is abolished, and I do not con- 
sider that any compensation is due to 
them. 


Questions. 


Secondary School Teachers. 

Sir WILLIAM ANSON : I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Education, 
whether he has considered the probable 
effect upon the secondary training colleges 
of the proposed abolition of the Register, 
and the consequent withdrawal of the 
inducement which the Register offered to 
those who intend to teach in secondary 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 560 


‘mission have been taken over by the 


Board of Education, and the work for- 


/merly carried on by that Commission 


{ 


has been continued without a break, so 
that the hon. Member’s Question prac- 
tically amounts to an inquiry as to the 
total amount of endowments which can 
be held to have been, or to be, subject 
to the operation of the Endowed Schools. 
Acts. It has been estimated that the 
total annual income from such endow- 


‘ments is somewhere about £735,000. It 
‘is impossible to state in answer to a 


schools to undergo a course of training | 


for their profession; and whether he 
proposes to take any steps to encourage 
such training. 


Mr. BIRRELL: 
cation have considered what effects the 
proposed abolition of the Register is 
likely to have upon the existing schemes 
of training for secondary school teachers, 
and they are proposing to take steps 
which they believe will be effective in 
encouraging the continuance and further 
development of such schemes. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON - asked 
whether the right hon. Gentleman was 
aware that the entries both for secondary 
training colleges and diplomas were 
already diminished in number in con- 
sequence of the proposal. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I was not aware of 
that fact. 


School Endowment. 

Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston): I wish to ask the President of the 
Board of Education, if he will state how 
many endowments were inquired into 
and dealt with by the Endowed Schools 
Commission before that body ceased to 
exist ; what was the total value of the 
endowments dealt with; and how were 
the funds appropriated. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The powers and 
jurisdiction of the Endowed Schools Com- | 


The Board of Edu. | 


Question how such part of these funds 
as have been dealt with under the En 
dowed Schools Acts have been allocated, 
whether by the Endowed Schools Com- 
mission or this Board, as the schemes 
under which they have been allotted 
number several thousands and _ have 
every variety of purpose. 


Non-provided Schools and the Four-fifths 
use. 

Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorkshire, W.R 
Barkston Ash): I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Education how 
many non-provided schools would be in a 
position, owing to local conditions of 
population, to take advantage of the four- 
fifths Clause of the Education Bill, and 
how many, owing to the 5,000 limit, 
would be precluded from taking advan- 
tage of such facilities. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I have nothing as 
yet to add to the Answer which I gave 
to a Question on this subject on Monday 
last from the hon. Member for South 
Hants, but I hope to be able to supply the 
figures at the end of the week. 


Vaccination of Teachers. 

Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD: I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Education if he is now in a position to 
state whether he can allow local education 
authorities to use their discretion regard- 
ing the vaccination of teachers. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am proposing to 
insert in the Board’s Regulations a pro- 
vision under which vaccination will not, 
so far as the Board are concerned, he 
required of any intending teacher who 
may state to the Board when applying 
for recognition that he has conscientious 
objections to being vaccinated. It will 
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rest with the local authority to decide in 
each case whether they shall employ such 
a teacher. The Board will keep a record 
of any teachers who have not been 
vaccinated. 


Mr. ADKINS (Lancashire, Middleton) 
asked whether the same discretion would 
be given to local authorities in respect of 
pupil teachers entering training colleges 
within the area of such authorities. 

Mr. BIRRELL said he thought that | 
was the intention. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Croydon) : 
Does a similar diseretion exist in any 
other civilised country in the world ? 





Mr. BIRRELL: Iam not a judge of | 


civilisation. 


Secondary School Capitation Grants. 

Mr. W. JOHNSON (Warwickshire, | 
Nuneaton): I beg to ask the President | 
of the Board of Education whether any of | 
the head-masters or head-mistresses of | 
the centres or secondary schools in which | 
pupil teachers and probationers are in- | 
structed receive capitation fees on such 
pupils ; and if so, whether, in view of the 
Regulations for the Instruction and Train- 
ing of Pupil Teachers, Articles 15 (3) 
and 23, he proposes to take any action in 
the matter. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I understand that in 
many secondary schools in which pupil | 
teachers and probationers are instructed | 
the head-teachers are paid partly by a/| 
fixed salary and partly by a capitation | 
grant, in respect of each scholar or pupil 
teacher admitted. This course does not 
appear to be contrary to any of the pro- 
visions of Section 15 of the Regulations 
for the Instruction and Training of Pupil 
Teachers. But if the hon. Member has 
any particular case in which he believes 
irregularities exist, | will have it investi- 
gated if he will communicate it to me. 


Fees for Swearing-in Magistrates. 

Mr. COWAN (Surrey, Guildford) : 
To ask Mr. Attorney-General whether 
any county or borough official is entitled 
to ask for any payment from a person 
appointed to be a justice of the peace 
theroin ; and, if so, what is the scale of 
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THE SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir W. 
Rogson, South Shields): Clerks of the 
Peace can charge fees for administering 
oaths to justices on appointment. A fee: 
of £2, to be reduced to 5 shillings in the 
case of an _ ex-officio justice, is the 
amount suggested in the model table 
recommended by the Home Office, 
but it is impossible to say what is the fee 
customarily charged. 


Questions. 


Sewage Farms and Fruit Culture. 


Mr. H. H. MARKS (Kent, Thanet) : I 
beg to ask the hon. Member for South 
Somerset, as representing the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, whether any 
action has been taken, or is contemplated, 
with reference to the recommendation of 
the Departmental Committee on the 
fruit industry that an inquiry should 
he instituted into the alleged practice 
of growing fruit on sewage farms, and 
the effect of such a practice on the public 
health. 


*Str EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, 8.): We have been in communi- 
cation with the Local Government Board 
on this subject, and we are informed that 
no instance of disease attributed to fruit 
grown on sewage farms is known in the 
Medical Department of the Board. The 
information in the possession of the Board 


| indicates that fruit is very seldom grown 
}on sewage farms in this country, and 


there is no confirmation of the suggestion 
that injury to health is caused by fruit. 
so grown. 


Cattle Diseases in Argentina and the 
United States. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : I 
beg to ask the hon. Member for South 
Somerset, as representing the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, whether 
pleuro- pneumonia and_ foot-and-mouth 
disease are at present rife in Argentina 
and the United States of America ; and}. 
if so, whether the Board of Agriculture 
intends to prohibit the landing of cattle 
from America for slaughter at the ports, 


*Sir EDWARD STRACHEY: We 
have no information that pleuro-pneu- 
monia is prevalent either in Argentina 
or the United States. Foot-and-mouth 
disease is known to be prevalent in 
Argentina, but no case has been reported 
from the United States since 1903. The 
importation of cattle from Argentina is. 
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already prohibited, but similar action | 
is not necessary in the case of cattle from 
the United States. 


Questions. 


The Zoological Gardens. 

Mr. SEAVERNS (Lambeth, Brixton) : 
I beg toask the Secretary to the Treasury 
what is the acreage of land covered by 
the Zoological Gar dens ; what is the rent | 
paid to the Gov ernment for its use ; ; and | 
what is the estimated rent which would | 
be procurable for the same if offered in 
the open market. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 


THE TREASURY (Mr. McKenna, Mon- | 


mouthshire, N.): The acreage of the 
Gardens is approximately 30} acres and 


the rent paid to the Commissioners of | 


Woods is £358 Os. 9d. I have no means 
of estimating what rent would be procur- 
able in the open market. 


Mr. SEAVERNS: 


Secretary to the Treasury if, in view of 


the smallness of the rent which the pro- | 
prietors of the Zoological Gardens pay to | 


the Government for the use of the land 
occupied by them, he will suggest to 
them the propriety of 


hours in the week, preferably on Sundays, 
either without charge or at a nominal 
charge for admittance, so that the educa- 
tional advantages of the Gardens may be 
more generally enjoyed than at present. 


Mr. McKENNA: I do not think 
under all the circumstances that the 
course proposed would be at all desirable. 
The ordinary charge for admission to the 
Zoological Gardens is 1s. for adults and 
6d. for children, but on Mondays through- 
out the year, on four days at Easter and 


again at Whitsuntide, and on two days | 


at Christmas the charge is only 6d. 
Specially reduced rates are given through- 
out the year to excursion and _ school 
parties, whilst children from the public 
elementary schools, in charge of their 
teachers, are admitted on five mornings 
in each week at the rate of 1d. : 


Mr. SEAVERNS : 
to the Treasury been in communication 
with the Society ? 


Mr. MCKENNA: Yes, Sir. 


Mr. WARDLE: 
tthe rent was fixed ? 
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| Mr. McKENNA: I 
| notice of that. 


must ask for 


Ex-Cabinet Ministers’ Pensions, 

Mr. G. H. FABER (Boston): I beg 
| to ask the First Lord of the Treasur y if 
| he will state under what circumstances 
pensions are granted to  ex-Cabinet 
| Ministers, with the names of the present 
recipients and the amounts they indi- 
| vidually receive. 


| 
| 


Mr. MCKENNA: The First Lord has 
asked me to reply to this Question. These 
pensions are granted in accordance with 
the provisions of the Political Offices Pen- 
sion Act, 1869 (32 and 33 Vict., cap. 60). 
The particulars asked for in the latter 
part of the Question are as follows :— 
| First-class—The right hon. Viscount 
| Cross, £2,000 ; the right hon. Lord George 
; Hamilton, £2,000. Second-class.—The 
right hon. Henry Chaplin, £1,200; the 
right hon. Sir John E. Gorst, £1,200 ; 
the right hon. Lord Balfour of Burleigh, 
£1,200; the right hon. Gerald W. 
Balfour, £1,200. 


Appropriation of Charity Funds. 

Mr. CREMER: I wish to ask the hon. 
Member for the Elland Division, as 
representing the Charity Commissioners, 
if he can state the number of charities 
and endowments which have been inquired 
| into by the Charity Commissioners ; what 
‘is the total value of the charities and 
endowments which have been inquired 
into; how the funds have been appro- 
priated ; the number of charities and 
_endowments which, in the opinion of the 
| Charity Commissioners, remain to be 
investigated ; and how long they calculate 
it will be before their labours terminate. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) : Under the Endowed Schools 
Acts, since 1901 only exceptional cases 
can be dealt with by the Commissioners. 
The jurisdiction under the Charitable 
Trusts Acts is not, as the hon. Member 
|is aware, of a terminable character. It 
is not possible to give the information 
desired as to number of inquiries and 
| particulars of Endowments, since this 
/ would in fact involve an epitome of the 
labours of the Commissioners during half 


/acentury; but the Index recently pre- 


| pared, referred to in their current Report, 


How long is it since | records upwards of 15,000 schemes, show- 


‘ing in each case the place, name of 
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endowment, date of scheme, and Act | 
conferring jurisdiction. | 
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is proposed to expend out of the General 
Aid Grant, under Section I., Sub-section 


| D, of the Education (Scotland) Minute of 


Mr. CREMER: I want to know how | 
the money has been appropriated. Is 
the hon. Gentleman aware there is a 
strong feeling among the people that 
endowments appropriated by the Charity 
Commissioners have been taken from the 
poor and utilised for purposes not of the 
general profit ? 


March 19th last, in providing industrial 
training to boys and girls resident in 
the Island of Lewis, and, seeing that the 
Minute has only recently been issued, 
will he state why the period within which 
applications under this section must be 
lodged is limited to May Ist; and 
whether he can see his way to have the 


time extended, 


Mr. TREVELYAN : I have said that 
the information may be obtained on | 
reference to the records. 


Stornoway Fisheries. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
heg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
if he will state what housing accom- 
modation is provided at Stornoway for 
the influx of girls specially engaged on 
work in connection with the fishings, 
during the herring fishing season ; and 
willsteps be taken to prevent overcrowd- 
ing in the sleeping rooms, 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Sinciatr,  Forfarshire): This 
matter has been under observation since 
1899, and it is reported that the by-laws 
as to houses let in lodgings have been 
more strictly enforced and overcrowding 
has been diminished. The Local 
Government Board for Scotland has now 
issued a circular to thirty-four different 
Burgh and District Local Authorities, 
including the Burgh of Stornoway, asking 
that a special inspection be made when 
the fishing season is at its height in the 
respective localities and a report sent to | 
them. 


Fishery Cruiser ‘‘ Norna.” | 
Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the Secretary | 
for Scotland, having regard to the fact | 
that the Fishery Board cruiser “ Norna ” 
was sold, on the ground that she was | 
unsuitable for the service, will he state 
how the sum of £550 derived from her 
sale has been disposed of. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The sum derived 
from the sale of the Fishery Board 
cruiser “Norna” was placed to the 
credit of the Marine Deposit Account. 


Lewis Industrial Training Grants. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland if he will state what sum it 


VOL. CLVI. [FourtH SEriEs.] 





Mr. SINCLAIR : The amount of grant 


| to be allocated under Section I. D. of the 


Minute of March 19th last cannot be 
determined till all the applications under 
this section of the Minute have been re- 
ceived and considered. As any balance 
of the Vote remaining at March 3lst, 
1907, must be surrendered, it is impor- 
tant that applications for a share in the 
grant should be made at as early a date 
as possible, but applications received after 
May Ist will be considered if reasonable 
cause for the delay is shown. 


Scottish Teachers—Training Regulations. 

Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary for Scotland whether 
the Lords of the Committee of Council on 
Education in Scotland have been consulted 
in the framing of the draft regulations 
for the training of teachers which are, it 
is understood, shortly to be laid upon the 
Table of the House. 


Mr. SINCLAIR : The draft regulations 
referred to, should they be laid on the 
Table of the House, will be so laid by the 
authority and direction, properly signified, 


| of the Lords of the Committee of Council 


on Edueation in Scotland. 


Constable Anderson, Royal Irish 
Constabulary. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is now 
in a position to state under what circum- 
stances Constable Anderson, formerly of 
Kiltimagh, county Mayo, was recently 
removed from county Tyrone to county 
Meath. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror [RE- 
LAND (Mr. Bryce, Aberdeen, 8.) : It 
would be contrary to practice and unde- 
sirable, for disciplinary and other reasons, 
to disclose the circumstances in which a 


xX 
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constable is transferred from one district 
to another. 


Questions. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say whether, as a matter of 
fact, charges similar to those which caused 
this constable’s removal from another 
place were the cause of this removal ? 


Mr. BRYCE: I have no knowledge of 
that. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Is it not the fact 
that on the occasion of his last removal 
efforts were made to prove that he was 
persecuted on account of religion? Can- 
not the right hon, Gentleman tell us some- 
thing about the latest performances of 
this Gay Lothario ! 


Mr. BRYCE: I think the time has 
come when what happeued years ago 
might well be dropped. 


Irish Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether any special 
extra staff of inspectors, in connection 
with the work of reinstating evicted 
tenants in Lreland, has been sanctioned by 
the Treasury ; and, if not, will he explain 
why; and whether the Irish Government 
intend to take any steps to expedite the 
work of reinstating evicted tenants, 


Mr. BRYCE: The Treasury have 
sanctioned the employment of six assis- 
tant inspectors for the purpose of inquiring 
into the cases of evicted tenants, and the 
necessary appointments will be made with 
the least possible delay. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
freland whether he can state the number 
of evicted tenants reinstated in their old 
holdings, and the number placed in new 
farms, since January Ist, 1906, and the 
amount of money which has been issued 
by way of free grant, and of loan, respec- 
tively, in connection with those cases of 
reinstatement. 


Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Commis- 
sioners estimate, from the information 
available to them, that 101 evicted tenants 
were reinstated in their former holdings 
between January Ist and March 31st, 
1906. In addition, one evicted tenant 
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was provided with a new holding. Free 


grants, amounting to £525, and advances 
for improvements, amounting to £100, 
have been issued, or are in course of issue, 
in connection with the reinstatement of 
these evicted tenants. It is hoped that 
proceedings will now be sensibly acceler- 
ated. 


Mr. DILLON: Were any of these 
evicted tenants re-instated by the land- 
lords, or all through the agency of the 
Estates Commissioners ! 


Mr. BRYCE: Judging from the in- 
formation supplied me, they were re- 
instated by the Estates Commissioners, 
I will, however, inquire if the hon. Member 
wishes. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
At this rate of progress how many years 
will it take to settle the evicted tenants’ 
question ? 


Mr. BRYCE: The hon. Member 
knows as wellas I do that there were 
causes in existence till lately which pre- 
vented progress being made. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): 
How many of the tenants re-instated 
immediately sold their holdings 7 


Mr. BRYCE: I have no information 
as to that, but I should think it extremely 
improbable that more than the smallest 
number did, 


Irish Land Advance Inspectors. 

| Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): I 
heg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland will an inspec- 
tion and comparison be made of the 
Reports furmshed by inspectors on 
behalf of the Estates Commissioners, with 
a view to identifying those in whose 
connection purchasers are now it 
default discovering substantial differences 
between the results and those which 
would have been reached under the 
present instructions, making amends 
wherever substantial injustice has been 
done, and dispensin zx with the services of 
inspectors whose Reports led to that 
Injustice. 














Mr. BRYCE: I must remind the hon. 
Member that when once an advance ha 





been made, no alteration in the amount 
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of the annuity can be made on the 
grounds that the sum advanced is in excess 
of the value of the holding. The Estates 
Commissioners, however, inform me that 
if they should have reason to believe that 
any serious errors in reporting as to 
security were attributable to any of their 
inspectors, they would make such in- 
quiries and take such action as they 
should consider necessary. 


Questions. 


Irish Land Purchase—Sales by Collusion. 
Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
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Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland will the Estates Commissioners 
inquire and ascertain all the cases on the 
estates already sold in which tenancies 
had been created by collusion between 
landlord and grazier for the purpose of 
extracting money under the Land Act of | 
1903, using up land previously untenanted | 
and thus preventing the distribution of | 
such land, which was one of the purposes | 
of that Act; will the services of any | 
inspector, who by his report facilitated 
such a transaction, be dispensed with ; | 
and what precautions will the Commis- | 
sioners take to prevent the recurrence of | 
such abuses, 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


| 


Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Commis- | 
sioners inform me that they require the | 
date of the creation of all tenancies | 
created after January Ist, 1901, to he 
disclosed, and they have exercised and | 
will continue to exercise the discretion | 
given to them by the Act in judging of | 
the bona fides of such tenancies and of the 
amount of advance which should be made 
in respect of them. ‘The instructions to 
inspectors (paragraph 16) require the 
necessary information to be given as to 
the wants and circumstances of other | 
persons in the neighbourhood, and the | 
Commissioners are not aware of the 
occurrence of any such case as is referred 
to in the Question. 


The Sinn Fein Association—Views of 
Mr. Kelly, J.P. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Mr. P. J. Kelly, J.P., at a 
meeting of the Kilereede branch of 
an association known as the Sinn Fein | 
Association, held for the purpose of 
honouring and perpetuating the memory 
of aman named Daly, who was hanged 
tor shooting a land agent, said he was 





| the year 1820. 


}that Daly is locally remembered. 
| not aware that any police shorthand note- 
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proud to see so many rebel men present 
to commemorate the anniversary of the 
execution of the man Daly, and that, 
after asking the Dublin Castle note-taker 
to take down carefully what he said, he 
declared that he and his audience were 
prepared to act in the same way as 
Antony Daly ; whether, in view of the 


| fact that Mr. Kelly holds His Majesty’s 


commission of the peace, and of the 
nature of the speech in question, the 
Government intends to take any action 
inthe matter ; and whether he will draw 
the attention of the Lord Chancellor to 
the matter, with a view to the removal 
of Mr. Kelly from the magistracy. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
police authorities that the meeting in 
question was held for the purpose of 
raising funds for placing a tombstone 
upon the grave of Antony Daly. I have 
not been able to ascertain the precise 
offence for which Daly was executed in 
A newspaper report of 


| the time says it was “for being a kibbon- 


man,” and an official letter described it 
as being “for an attack ona house.” I 


lam informed that it is as a Ribbonman 


Iam 


taker was present on the occasion 
referred to. As regards the latter part 
of the Question, the matter lies within 
the jurisdiction of the Lord Chancellor 
and not of the Irish Government. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: Is not the 


right hon. Gentleman aware that it is 


| impossible for this House to approach the 


Lord Chancellor except through the 


right hon Gentleman ? 


Mr. BRYCE: It is no business of the 
Irish Government to interfere with the 
Lord Chancellor’s discretion. 


Mr. W. Daly’s Dunsandle Estate. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the estate of Mr. W. Daly, of 
Dunsandle, near Loughrea, has been sold 
to the tenants; that Patrick Carr, a 
tenant on that estate who took a leading 
part in the agitation for the sale of the 
estate, instead of having his former 
holding sold to him, has been given a 
large holding on the estate of Captain 
Cowan, near Eyre Court, county Galway, 
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nearly twenty miles from his former 
holding ; will he explain why was Carr’s 
old holding not sold to him, and on what 
grounds, and under what authority and 
in pursuance of what section in the Land 
Purchase Act of 1903 have the Estates 
Commissioners acted in selling to hima 
holding on another estate when it was 
possible for him to purchase his own 
holding. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am informed that the 
estate referred to has been sold to the 
tenants under an Originating Request 
lodged with the Estates Commissioners 
on August 31st, 1905. For the purpose 
of facilitating the resale and redistribution 
of the estate, the vendors arranged with 
Mr. Patrick J. Carr to surrender a 
holding of 289 acres on the estate on 
payment to him by the vendors of the 
sum of £1,000; and this area was 
purchased by the Estates Commissioners 
as other lands in the occupation of the 
vendors, for the purpose of enlarging 
holdings on the estate. Subsequently an 
advance for the purchase of a “ parcel” on 
the estate of Stephen J. Cowan, county 
Galway, was made to Mr. Carr, under 
the provisions of Section 2, Sub-section (1) 
(d) of the Act of 1903. 


Irish Agricultural Department Contribu- 
tions to Congested Districts. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry 8.) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
received a copy of the resolution and 
correspondence from the County Kerry 
Joint fechnical Instruction Committee, 
dated February 16th, with reference to 
the contributions from the Department 
of Agriculture and the Congested Districts 
Boards to technical schemes in the con- 
gested listricts of the county; and 
whether he will request the Commission 
of Inquiry into the working of the 
Department of Agriculture to look closely 
into this matter, so that effect may be 
given to the representations which have 
frequently been made on the subject by 
the Kerry County Council. 


Mr. BRYCE: I have received the 
documents referred to. The Question 
whether the Committee of Inquiry into 
the working of the Department will deal 
with the subject mentioned is one for the 
discretion of the Committee, to whom 
any representations on the subject may 
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| be addressed, either directly or through 


' cerned. 


\ 


| doubt call for it. 


Questions. 


the Irish Office. 


Irish Department of Agriculture—Return 
of Local Contributions. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland will the Return of local contri- 
butions ordered by the House for the 
purpose of discussion on the Vote for the 
Department of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction in Ireland be ready in time 
for that purpose ; will he explain the 
reason for delaying or witholding it ; and 
will he say who is responsible for the 
fact that for more than a fortnight after 
the House had given the order for this 
purpose no steps had been taken to pre- 
pare the information. 


Mr. BRYCE: The Department ot 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
will complete this Return without delay 
as soon as the necessary information has 
been received from the local bodies con- 
There is, [ am informed, no 
foundation for the suggestion that the 
information is being withheld or delayed. 
The Order of the House reached me on 
April 6th and I at once forwarded it 
through my Dublin office to the Depart- 
ment. As soon as the Department were 
satisfied that the required particulars 
could not be fully supplied without 
communicating with the local authorities, 
circulars were prepared and _ issued to 
those bodies on April 14th. Ninety-seven 
out of the 115 local bodies have supplied 
the necessary information, and the De- 
partment are pressing the remaining 
eighteen for replies. 


Irish Agricultural Inquiry. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland, with reference to the Depart- 
mental Inquiry into the working of the 
Board of Agriculture, whether facilities 
will be given to professional representa- 
tives of the veterinary staff to give 
evidence. 


Mr. BRYCE: I have already stated 
that it was never intended that grievances 
of members of the staff should be dealt 
with by the Committee. If the Com- 
mittee think that evidence as to the 
working of the Department is needed 
from the veterinary staff, they will no 
I cannot interfere with 
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the discretion of the Committee in the 
matter. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
will consider the advisability of appoint- 
ing an eminent independent member of 
the veterinary profession to the Commis- 


sion of Inquiry into the Department of | 


Agriculture, in view of the importance 


of the veterinary branch to Ireland and | 


the number of matters of a veterinary 


nature carried out by the Department | 


generally ; and will he instruct that 
professional officers of the Department 
are to he called to give evidence before 
the Commission. 


Mr. BRYCE: It would not, in my | 


opinion, be desirable now to increase the 


Committee, which has already begun its | 
work, by appointing a member of the | 
In reply to the) 


veterinary profession. 
latter part of the Question, I beg to refer 


to the reply which I have now given to | 


the similar Question of the hon. Member 
for South Down. 


Public Meetings in County Sligo. 
Captain CRAIG: I beg to ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 


of Ireland whether he is aware that a 


public meeting to denounce a farmer | 


named Cuffe was announced as intended 
to be held at Camcuill, county Sligo, on 
April 22nd, and that, although the meet- 


ing was prevented by the police from | 


being held at Cameuill, it was in fact 


held at Dromore West in the neighbour- | 


hood, and that two hon. Members of this 
House attended and spoke at the meeting; 
will he say whether the Irish Government | 
has a shorthand report of the speeches | 
at the meeting and the language used, | 
inciting outrages towards Cuffe ; whether, 
seeing that the only offence of which Cufte 
is alleged to be guilty is that he recently 
purchased a small estate sold by the | 
devisee in trust, he will say if it has been | 
necessary to afford Cuffe police protec- 

tion; how many police were employed 

in preventing the meeting being held at | 
Cameuill ; and who is to pay the expense | 
of their employment. 
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in fact, held at Dromore West. No short- 
| hand report of the speeches made at that 
place was taken by the police, and the 
Inspector-General informs me that no 
| speeches inciting to outrage against Mr. 





Cuffe were delivered. It has not been 
found necessary to afford police protection 
to Mr. Cuffe. A force of seventy police 
| was assembled at Camcuill to preserve 
order and prevent any possible attempt 
at intimidation. This force was drawn 
from the county establishment, and no 
expense, save that of the usual travelling 
and subsistence allowances, was incurred. 
This expense will be defrayed from the 
Constabulary Vote. 


Dr. Ellis’s Copyrighted Books. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask 
‘the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether Dr. Ellis, 
Local Government Board Auditor, has 
copyrighted books, forms, and _ ledgers, 
which are used by public bodies under 
the jurisdiction of the Local Government 
Board in Ireland; whether he derives 
| any, and, if so, what, profit from the sale 
of such books, forms, and ledgers ; and 
| whether the books, forms, and ledgers 
| were devised by Dr. Ellis. 


| 


Mr. BRYCE: The Local Government 
Board have no knowledge that Dr. Ellis, 
or any other member of their audit staff, 
'has copyrighted any such books and 
forms as are referred to. The forms of 
account prescribed by the Board have not 
been copyrighted, and there is no obliga- 
tion on local bodies to use any other 
books or forms of account. The system 
of book-keeping prescribed for local 
authorities was not devised by Dr. Ells, 
but by the Local Government Board with 


the assistance of their audit _ staff 
generally, 
Mr. MACVEAGH: Has the right 


hon. Gentleman’s attention been called 
to an advertisement published by a 


| Dublin firm in which they speak of Dr. 


Ellis’s copyrighted books now used by 
almost every public body in Ireland? Is 
the official who supplied this Answer the 
one who told the right hon. Gentleman’s 


| predecessor that these books never were 


Mr. BRYCE: A public meeting was 
summoned for Camcuill, but the placard | 
convening it contained no reference to | 
the case of Mr. Cuffe. The meeting was, | 


copyrighted { 
Mr. BRYCE: I cannot say. I know 
nothing of the advertisement. 
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Discretion of Estates Commissioners. 
Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask Mr. 


Attorney-General for Ireland if he will 


explain how the statement of the Estates | 


Commissioners that they can exercise no 
discretion as regards price in cases of 
sale within the zones is to be reconciled 


with the decision in the Blake-Foster | 
case, which was to the effect that they | 


did possess and had properly exercised 
such a discretion; and will the Com- 
missioners be instructed to apply the 


rule in that case to all cases of excessive | 


price and of inala fides. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Cuerry, Liverpool, 
Exchange) : The decision in the case of 
the Blake-Foster Estate established only 
that the Estates Commissioners were 
entitled to refuse to declare any particular 
lands an estate on the ground that the 
annuities on advances for the purchase 
of holdings proposed to be comprised in 


the estate could not be duly paid, or on | 


the ground that the holdings were con- 
gested and required improvement, and 
that the boundaries were confused. If, 
however, a holding, under a_ judicial 
tenancy is included in lands declared by 
the Commissioners to be an estate for 
the purpose of the Act, then, provided 
the price comes within the zones, the 
Commissioners hold that they have no 
discretion as to the price and are bound 
to make the advance. 


Irish Poor Rate Collectors. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney-General for Ireland under what 
statutory authority the Local Government 
Board claim to have the power to pre- 
scribe clisqualifications for poor rate 
collectors in Irish counties ; and whether 
such power has been conferred on them 
by statute. 


Mr. CHERRY: The Local Govern- 
ment Board claim to have power to 
prescribe the qualifications for poor rate 
collectors in Irish counties under Sections 
31, 32, 33, 73, and 94 of the Poor Relief 
(Ireland) Act 1838, and Section 83. of 
the Local Government (Ireland) Act 1898. 
The qualifications are prescribed by 
Article 86 of a general order issued by 
the Board on December 17th, 1904. 


Mr. DILLON : The mght hon. Gentle- 
man has not answered the latter part of 
the Question. 
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Mr. CHERRY: That is a legal 
Question I am not prepared to Answer 
| without longer notice ? 


Mr. DILLON : Then I give a week's 


notice. 


Irish Land Purchase—Treasury 
Interventions. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney-General for Ireland does the 
Treasury intervene in cases under the 
Land Act of 1903 only in opposition to 
the State and in the interests of the 
landlords; is the jurisdiction of the 
Treasury ousted by collusion between 
a landlord and his tenants for the 
purpose of extracting public money from 
a State Department; has the attention 
of the Treasury been directed to the 
fact that public money is now being 
advanced indiscriminately to buy from 
landlords the occupation, interest, and 
permanent improvements which are, in 
law and in equity, the property of 
the tenant ; will he explain why no action 
has yet been taken to reverse the decision 
in King-Harman and Hayes, in which a 
woman, under landlord influence, bought 
with public money houses certified by 
the Estates Commissioners to have been 
already her own property; are the 
Estates Commissioners bound by that 
decision ; are they applying it in other 
cases; and is it proposed, by appeal or 
by legislation, to protect purchasers and 
the State from the consequences of 
paying public money for property which 
belongs not to the so-called vendors but 
to the so-called purchasers. 


In putting the Question, the hon. 
Member asked Mr. SPEAKER if he could 
rule that it should be answered by the 
Irish Minister to whom it was addressed, 
instead of by an English Minister 
dependent on an Irish official for the 
necessary information. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am afraid I cannot 
answer that, but I am sure the hon. 
Gentleman will receive a_ satisfactory 
Answer by whomsoever the Question may 
be answered. 


Mr. GINNELL: Then I respectfully 
address the Question to the Attorney- 
General for Ireland, 


| Mr. McKENNA: My. right hon. 
friend bas asked me to reply, but of 
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course if the hon. 
wish for the Answer I will not give it. 


Mr. GINNELL: 


Answer, please. 


Let me have the | 


Mr. MCKENNA: There is, of course, 
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Member does not | 


no foundation for the imputation con- | 


tained in the first part of the hon. 
Member’s Question. The entire Question 
appears to turn upon the decision in 
the case referred to—King-Harman and 
Hayes—in which the Treasury were not 
parties or represented in any way, and 
toimply that in this case there was collu- 
sion between vendor and purchaser with 
the object of extracting public money. 
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THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
_ LORD OF THE TREASURY (Sir H. 
| CAMPBELL-BANNER MAN, Stirling Burghs) : 
|When the Committee stage is reached 
| the House will be in possession of the 
proposals of the Government. 


Questions. 


Ecclesiastical Discipline Commission. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 
can state when the Royal Commission 
on Ecclesiastical Discipline will be able 


} e e 
' to issue their Report. 


‘shire, Mid.) : 


In view of the finding of the Judicial | 


Commissioner that there was no suspicion 
of fraud in this case, and that there was 
sufficient security for the advance, there 
was no ground for the intervention of the 
Treasury and I see no reason for 
action on the part of the Department. 


With reference to the fifth and sixth 
Questions, I assume that the Estates 


Commissioners are bound by all judicial 
decisions. I have no information as to 
whether they are applying the decision 
referred to in other cases. 


Mr. GINNELL: How does the hon. 
Gentleman defend what in ordinary busi- 
ness would be a gross sale to a woman 
of rights which already belonged to her. 


Mr. MCKENNA: The Treasury act 
under statute, and having no power to go 
outside, they were satisfied that the 
property in question was sufficient security 
for the amount advanced. 


Mr. GINNELL: Why do the Treasury 
interfere as against tenants and not as 
against landlords ? 


Mr. McKENNA: I have nothing to 
add to my Answers. 


Trade Disputes Bill. 


Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
[ heg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can inform the 
House what Amendments the Govern- 
iment intend to propose in Clause 4 of 
the Trade Disputes Bill; and, if not, 
when this information will be forth- 
coming. 


any | 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the 
Report of the Royal Commission on 
Ecclesiastical Discipline in the Church of 
England, and the print of the evidence 
taken by them, will be ready for and distri- 
buted to Members in time to be considered 
before the discussions on the Education 
Bill are taken either on the Second 
Reading or in Committee. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I have no further information since the 
22nd of February, + when I stated that L 
understood from the Chairman of the 
Commission that the Report would _pro- 
bably be completed by Whitsuntide ; and 
I need hardly remind the hon. Member 
that the Government have no control 
over the proceedings of a Royal Com- 
mission. 


Mr. SLOAN: Has any inquiry been 
made since this Question was placed on 
the Paper ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No, I do not think so in view of inquiry 
having so recently been made of the 
Chairman of the Commission. 


San Franciscan Disaster. 


Mr. SEAVERNS: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, in 
view of the unprecedented character of 
the disaster which, at San Francisco, has 
fallen upon a nation closely allied to us by 
ties of common interest and friendship, 
he will grant facilities for the passage of a 
Resolution expressing the deep sympathy 
of the Members of this House with the 


people of the United States in their mis- 


fortune. 


+ See (4) Debates, elii., 519. 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The Government at once conveyed offici- 
ally their deep regret and sympathy when 
this calamity occurred, thereby giving | 
expression to the universal feeling in this | 
country. It is not customary for the | 
House to pass such a Resolution as my 
hon. friend suggests. 


British Shipping—War Guarantee 


Mr. BELLAIRS : I beg to ask the First | 
Lord of the Treasury if it is the intention | 
of the Government to appoint a Com- | 
mittee at an early date to investigate the | 
question of a national guarantee for | 
British shipping in war. | 

| 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN - | 
Yes, Sir, a Committee to consider this | 
Question is in process of formation, and | 
an announcement as to its composition 
and the terms of reference will shortly be 
made. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION [EX- 
PENSES]. 

Committee to consider of authorising 
the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of remuneration 
and expenses incurred under any Act. of 
the present session to consolidate and 
amend the Law with respect to Compen- 
sation to Workmen for injuries suffered in | 
the course of their employment, and of 
Compensation to Workmen employed by | 
or under the Crown in pursuance of such | 
act (King’s Recommendation signified), | 
To-morrow.—(Vr. Whiteley.) | 
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ri] 


appointed in substitution:—Mr. F. F. 
Smith and Mr. Edward Dunn. 


Sir WituiAM Brampton GuRDON fur- 
ther reported ; That they had discharged 
the following Member from the Standing 
Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, 
and Legal Procedure, in respect of the 
Workmen’s Compensation — Bill :—Mr. 


| Swift MacNeill: and had appointed in 
substitution: Mr. Havelock Wilson. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


ELECTRIC POWER AND SUPPLY BILLS. 

Ordered, That the Memorandum by 
the Commissioners of Works on Electric 
Power and Supply Bills be referred to 
the Committees on the St. Pancras Elee- 
tricity Bill, the Twickenham and Tedding- 
ton Electric Supply Bill, the London 


| Southern Tramways Bill, and the Edin- 


burgh Corporation Bill.—/ Jr. Harcourt.) 


NEW BILL, 


INDIAN ne ve AMENDMENT 

“To amend the Indian Railways Act, 
1894,” presented by Mr. Ellis ; supported 
by Mr. Secretary Morley ; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, May 10th, 
and to be printed. | Bill .86}. 


PLURAL VOTING. 
*TuE FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 


/WORKS (Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, 


SELECTION [STANDING COMMITTEES]. | 

Sir WILLIAM Brampton GURDON re- | 
ported from the Committee of Selection ; 
That they had discharged the following 
Members from the Standing Committee 
on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure, in respect of the Workmen’s | 
Compensation bill :—Mr, Ellis Griffith and | 
Mr. Lehmann; and had appointed in 
substitution : Mr. Mond and Mr. Spicer. 


Rossendale): It is my duty to ask 
the leave of the House to introduce, 
under the Ten Minutes’ Rule, a Bill to 
limit the abuse and anomaly of certain 
classes of plural voting. In doing so I 
shall adhere strictly to the imaginary 
time limit imposed by this non existent 
rule, and I will not, therefore, waste 
precious moments in a superfluous request 


for that generous indulgence which the 


| House always so readily extends to a 


Sir Wittiam Brampron GuRDON fur. 
ther reported, That they had discharged | 
the following Members from the Standing 
Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, 
and Legal Procedure, in respect of the | 
Workmen’s Compensation 3ill :—Sir | 
Francis Lowe and Mr. Flynn: and had | 


_new Member making his maiden speech. 


The prohibition of plural voting has 
been enforced by Parliament for many 
years in our municipal and county 
council elections and also in the Parlia- 
mentary register, so far as_ the 
duplicate qualifications fell within the 
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same constituency. The Government 
propose to extend those provisions to 
the whole country for Parliamentary 
purposes. If I thought this Bill 
demanded any apology—which I do not— 
I should put forward the excuse which 
you, Sir, dignified by its use from 
the Chair in defence of a breach of 
procedure that itis “only alittle one.” T 
do not wish specially to minimise this 
Bill, because de minimis non curat lew, 
and I hope in future the law will have 
much care of this very necessary and 
desirable amendment to it. But though 
happily and conveniently diminutive 
in form, it will, I hope, be extensive 
in effect; and I think, perhaps, its 
value will be in inverse ratio to its 
size. It does not aim at one vote one 
value, because it is not a redistribution 
Bill, but it does secure one man one 
value. It does not give to every man a 
vote, because it is not a franchise Bill, 
but it secures that one man_ shall 
exercise one vote only. It is not an 
enfranchising and not a disfranchising 
Bill. {An Hon. MemBer: Surely.] No, 
because it leaves to every man all the 
qualifications which he at present 
possesses all over the country, though it 
limits the caprice and redundancy of 
their exercise. It removes that multipli- 
cation of electoral power which comes 
from the geographical distribution of 
real estate, and sometimes from the 
vagaries of boundary commissioners 
operating upon small areas. The scandal 
has become more obvious and more 
intolerable since the Redistribution Act 
of 1884, when the counties were parcelled 
out into smaller divisions. If we ever 
come to equal electoral districts with even 
more fanciful boundaries, the anomaly 
will be more glaring and more unjustifi- 
able. This Bill does not abolish the 
property qualification, though much might 
be said for such a’method of procedure. 
I personally should advocate it in 
any comprehensive scheme of general 
reform, because I believe—though here 
I speak only for myself—that the fran- 
chise is really and rightly founded upon 
manhood and not upon property, and I 
regard residence and ownership as only 
convenient methods of identification and 
localisation. But this Bill is only an 
Amendment and an extension of the 
existing machinery of the electoral law. 
Under the present system a voter with 
duplicate qualifications in the same 
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borough or county division is forbidden 
by law to exercise more than one of 
them at atime. The Government desire 
to extend those provisions to the 
country as a whole. We propose to 
make it a similar offence to do in 
other boroughs and in other county 
divisions what it is now illegal to 
doin one. The most effective method, 
no doubt, of carrying this out, would 
have been to say that the plural voter, 
after selecting a locality for the exercise 
of his vote, should be starred or put in 
division 3, or on the parochial electors’ 
list, or omitted altogether from the 
register in the non-selected districts where 
he has a duplicate qualification But there 
are two obvious objection to that course. 
First of all, it would entail a great deal 
of labour and confusion in the inter- 
communication of the registration officials 
all over the country, or in the alternative 
it would compel the plural voter to take 
a considerable amount of trouble to divest 
himself of his redundant qualifications. 
We do not feel it is either necessary or 
just to ask this of him. But we do ask 
of him, and we think we have a right to 
demand, that he should select once a year, 
or if indolent or satisfied with the 
selection, once for life, which of his 
several votes he will exercise during 
the ensuing calendar year, and, unless 
subsequently cancelled by the voter him- 
self, that selection will continue in opera- 
tion in future years. On receipt of notice 
from the voter by the proper electoral 
authorities, he wiil be marked by some 
distinguishing letter or symbol in 
the margin of the register in the 
selected constituency, as is at present 
done with duplicate qualifications in the 
same constituency. We leave the plural 
voter on the register in all Parliamentary 
constituencies where he at present has a 
qualification, but without the distinctive 
mark which alone entitles him to record 
his vote. The object of this is that the 
voter, having the right to vary his 
selection once a year, should not be put 
to the risk or trouble of having to reclaim 
for his vote in a district where he already 
possesses a qualification and to which he 
may wish subsequently to transfer his 
voting power. All that has to be done 
by this individual is this; I will 
take myself as an example; I assume 
that I am marked to vote in the 
register for St. George's, Hanover Square. 
If I wish to change my place of voting, | 
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notify in proper time the authorities at 
St. George’s that I wish no longer to 
remain a constituent of the hon. and gal- 
lant Gentleman opposite. In that case the 
distinctive mark would be deleted from my 
name there. At the same time I should 
inform the authorities in South Oxford- 
shire that in future I wished to vote there, 
and I should at the proper time acquire in 
that division the effective symbol in the 
margin of the register. The method pre- 
sents no difficulty to any plural voter who 
is not an illiterate or who cannot once in 
his life afford a penny stamp. To the 
property owner who cares so little for his 
ccnstitutional rights that he omits to 
make any selection it is possible that this 
Bill may mean a temporary disfranchise- 
ment ; but their number is likely to be 
very few. I do not think they will 
command much sympathy, and in any case 
their number is likely to be rapidly 
reduced by the activity and omniscience 
of those party agents to whom most 
of us owe our presence in this 
House. : 
of the register in England and Scotland 
presents a slight difhculty ; the method 
of its solution will be better understood 
when hon. Members see the text of the 
Bill. I hope the time may be very near 
when England and Ireland will assimilate 
their electoral practice with that of Scot- 
land, and bring into operation on Novem- 
ber Ist for all purposes the register which 
is already in existence at that date 
throughout the United Kingdom. It is 
provided in the schedule of this Bill that 
a question may be put in the polling 
booth to any suspect voter ; and it is also 
provided, in accordance with the present 


law, that to ask fora ballot paper without , 


a title to vote shall be regarded as a corrupt 
practice. Under the Ballot Act of 1872 
the attempt to vote or the act of voting 
twice in the same constituency is treated 
as personation. We apply the same 
provision and the same penalty to the 
attempt to vote elsewhere than in the 
selected constituency. I know the Bill 
will not secure the universal assent 
of the House, and I dare say there are 
some Members opposite who will wish to 
misquote some early lines of the Duke of 
Rutland— 

“ Let wealth and commerce, Jaws and 

learning, die ; 
But leave us still our old mobility.” 
This, with the help of the House, the 
Government do not intend to do. The 


Mr. Harcourt. 
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| time has gone by when the pluralist can 


;command the pity of the public. If he 

receives common justice in the ease of 
selection amongst the superfluity of his 
qualifications, he will have neither ground 
for sympathy nor cause for complaint. 
In moving for leave to introduce this 
Bill I do so in the belief that it will 
secure a more equable and a more equitable 
representation of the people as a whole, 
and that it will remedy the over repre- 
sentation of certain classes, arising not 
from the amount or the value of their 
property, but from the geographical 
accident of its distribution. I beg to 
move. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“ That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to impose a penalty on a Parliamentary 
elector, registerel in more than one con- 
stituency, who votes in any constituency 
except that selected for the purpose”— 
(Vr. Harcourt ) 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford 
University) : This Ten Minutes’ Rule has 
of late years shown itself of a somewhat 
elastic character, but I venture to think 
no more startling development of it has 
ever taken place than the introduction of 
this Bill under it. [should have thought 
that a measure of this vast constitutional 
importance, which not merely affects the 
present distribution of political power 
but goes to the very root and founda- 
tion of our electoral system, would have 
been introduced by the Prime Minister, 
with all the pomp and circumstance of a 
First Reading debate. But we have it 
brought in by the First Commissioner of 
Works under the Ten Minutes’ Rule. 
I say that it not merely affects the present 
distribution of power but it affects also 
the very root of our system of represen- 
tation. What has that been in the past ? 
You may found your representation on 
interest, class, ideas, localities or numbers. 
Our system has always been the represen- 
tation of locality. That principle has 
been observed throughout the various 
changes of the franchise and of the distri- 
bution of power which have taken place 
Curing the nineteenth century, and it 
naturally follows that if a man has a 
substantial interest in two localities he 
has a right to a vote in each. That view 
has never been departed from in the 
successive changes of our system, and I 
venture to say that, looked at from that 
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point of view, the right hon. Gentleman’s 
analogy of municipal government and of 
the municipal voter wholly falls to the 
ground. Moreover, there have been from 
time to time efforts to secure the repre- 
sentation of minorities—to ensure that 
this House is, what I do not think it is at 
present, a true representation of the 
conditions of political opinion throughout 
thecountry. Mr. Gladstone, by a process 
of reasoning which I have never been able 
to follow, thought that single member 
constituencies would promote the repre- 
sentation of minorities. That has not 
been the effect, but at any rate, this 
measure, whatever else it is worth, will 
absolutely kill any possibility of the 





representation of minorities through- | 
out the country. It involves a de-| 


parture from the system of _ local | 
representation and an adoption of the 
system of purely numerical representa- | 
tion. Henceforward neither localities 
nor the men interested in localities, 
nor the interests of localities, are to 
be considered, but the mere number 
of the voters in these localities, and | 
the logical result is equal electoral | 
districts. The right hon. Gentleman | 
suid he proposed to give one man one 
vote, and he was bold enough to say that 
there followed from that the result that 
each man’s vote would have one value. 
But it is not the same value. 
The value of the individual voter in 
certain of the small constituencies of the 


| carefully 
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United Kingdom is very different from the 
value of the individual voter in some of 
the overgrown constituencies in certain 
of the crowded parts of the country. If 
this measure is to be seriously considered 
in this House it should be considered as 
part of a larger scheme of redistribution of 
seats, and the redressing of all existing in- 
equalities—as part practically of a scheme 
of equal electoral districts, which can be 
adjusted from time to time in accordance 
with the shifting of population. I will not 
go into the question of machinery, with 
which the right hon. Gentleman dealt 
no doubt with clearness, but not for 
the purposes of this debate in a 
manner which affects our action on 
this side of the House. The real 
question we have to consider is the 
question of principle. Are we going to 
accept, without hesitation and without a 
division a proposal to recast our whole 
electoral system, to say nothing of the 
immediate change in the existing dis- 
tribution of political power? This we 
cannot do, and under the circumstances 
we shall divide against the Bill, and I 
think, I can assure the right hon. Gentle- 
man that in its subsequent stages it will be 
considered, if not seriously 
opposed. 


Question put. 


The House divided:—Ayes, 327 ; 


Noes, 66. (Division List No. 64.) 


AYES. 


Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland 
Agar-Robartes, Hon. T. C. 
Agnew, George William 
Ambrose, Robert 


Brace. William 
Branch, James 
Brigg, John 


Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 


Brooke, Stopford 


Clynes, J. R. 

Coats, Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Cooper, G. J. . 
Corbett,C.H.(Sussex, EGrinst’d 





Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert H. 
Baker, Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
3arker, John 

darlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
sell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, John Williams (Devonp’t 
Benn, W, (T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. (Bedfordsh’e 


Brunner, J.F.L. (Lancs., Leigh) 
Brunner, Sir John T. (Cheshire) 
Bryce, Rt. Hn.James (Aberdeen 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, J. D. W. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton,Rt. Hn. Sydney Charles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Cawley, Frederick 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 





Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harold 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, Wiliam Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Crossley, William J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh.) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Dobson, Thomas W. 








Plural 


Dolan, Charles Joseph 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major E. M. (Walsall) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 
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Ferens, T. R. 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro 


Findlay, Alexander 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Glover, Thomas 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holland, Sir Willim Henry 
Hope.W. Bateman (Somerset,N 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Illingworth, Percy H. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans-a 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) | 
Kitson, Sir James 

Laidlaw, Robert 





| MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal, E. )| 
| M’Callum, 





| 
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Lamb,Edmund G.(Leominster) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh Alexander 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lea,Hugh Cecil (St.Pancras,E. 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M. (Falkirk B’ghs 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas Z. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 





John M. 
M’Crae, George 
M’Kean, John 
M’Kenna, Reginald 
M’Killop, W. 
M’Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) | 
M’Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) | 
Ww’ Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 
Marnham, F. J. 

Massie, J. 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Molteno, Percy Alfred 
Montagu, E. 8. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Monton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Napier, T. B. 

Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Donc’st’r | 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipper’y Mid. | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow,W.) | 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) | 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, Philip 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Grady, J. 

O’Hare, Patrick | 
O'Kelly, James (Roscom’n, N.) | | 
0’ Malley, William 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, William (Limehouse) 


| Philipps, Col.Ivor (S’*thampt’n) 


Pirie, Duncan V. 
| Pollard, Dr. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
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Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Price, Robert John (Norfolk, E. 
Priestley, W.E.B. (Bradford, E.) 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D 

Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mptn 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E.(Dundee 
| Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robertson, Sir G. Scott (B’df'd 
| Robinson, 8. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Rose, Charles Day 
Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Ruthe-ford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott, A.H. (Asht’n-under-L’ne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seddon, J. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Staiford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 


Voting. 


| Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 


Snowden, P. 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Albert 


| Stanger, H. Y. 


Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh. 
Steadman, W. C 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 

| Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Summerbell, T. 


| Sutherland, J. E. 


Taylor, Theodore C.(Radclitfe) 
Tennant, E. P. (Salisbury) 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 

Tillett, Louis John 


| Tomkinson, James 


Torrance, A. M. 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
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Vivian, Henry 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke-upon-Trent 
Ward, W. Dudley (S’thampton 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. 8S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornesy) 
Barrie, H.T. (Londonderry,N.) 
Beach,Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks 
signold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
sridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Castlereagh, Viscount 
Cavendish, Rt. Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, Charles Curtis (Antrim,S 
Craig,Captain James (Down, E. 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dixon, Sir Daniel 
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Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 


NOES. 


Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F. (B’ry S.Edmd. 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir JohnH. 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Lee, ArthurH. (Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Maclver David (Liverpool) 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysay-Thompson, E. C. 
Middlemore,John Throgmorton 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Parker, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 
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Williams, W. L. (Carmarthen) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Wood, T. M’Kinnon 
Woodhouse, SirJT.(Huddersf’d| 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. Herbert 
Lewis. 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, Mafor R. F. 

Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertf'd, East) 
Smith, F. E. (Liverp’l, Walton 
Starkey, John M. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin “ 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. D. Stuart 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. | 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. | hundred and six, until the fourteenth 





Harcourt, Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
cheyuer, Mr. Ellis, and Mr. Runciman. 
PLURAL VOTING BILL. 
“To impose a penalty on a Parlia- 


mentary elector, registered in more than | 
one constituency, who votes in any con- | 


stituency except that selected for the 
purpose,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 187.] 
EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 
BILL COMMITTEE. 

Ordered, That Mr. Nolan be discharged, 
and Mr. Dolan be added to the Com- 
mittee. —Mr. (Whiteley.) 


WAYS AND MEANS [Ist MAY.] 
Resolution reported. 
TEA. 
“That there shall be charged, on and 
after the fourteenth day ot May, nineteen 





day of May, nineteen hundred and seven, 
in lieu of the duty now payable on tea, 
the following Customs import duty on tea 


| (that is to say) :— 


Tea - 


Resolution read a second time. 


- the pound, Five-pence.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Rosolution.” 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN (Birming- 
ham, W.) said that, with respect to the 


| change of date which the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer had announced for the coming 
into force of the new duty, he had been in- 
formed that the present proposal was an 
unusual one. ‘lime had usually been 
given to enable the trade to settle down 
to the altered circumstances. He was 
also informed that under the present 
arrangement a very grievous injustice 
might be done to certain persons. Acting 
on the statement of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer on Monday, that the new duty 
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would not come into operation until July, | National Debt, and to make other pro- 
dealers and others who required to hold| visions for the financial arrangements of 


considerable stocks proceeded on Tuesday 
to clear their stocks in bond. Then it 


was decided that the duty should come | 
Clearly that | 


into force on May 14th. 
involved a considerable injustice to those 
who had acted on the faith of the Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer’s statement. The | 


case could easily be met by a drawback, 





| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


and no doubt the right hon. Gentleman | 


would make arrangements of that kind. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asqurru, Fifeshire, 


E.) said that the change of date was 


made because fuller information showed | 


that the earlier date was more convenient 
to the trade, some branches of which 
would have been hampered and even 


paralysed if the operation of the new | 


duty had been delayed until July. It 


was not a new practice to fix an early | 


date. On thecontrary, the practice of post- 


{seemed to him 


poning the operation of a new duty was | 


a recent usage. 
tioned by the rght hon. Gentleman, the 
dealers who cleared their stocks on Tues- 
day had evidently abstained from doing 
so earlier in anticipation of some change 
in the duty. While that was a natural 


As to the hardship men- | 
| General was no 


and legitimate thing to do, it did not | 


give rise to aserious case of hardship, 
though it afforded ground for inquiry. 
He had himself inquired into a con- 
siderable number of cases brought to his 
notice, and his advisers had been in 
communication with the leading rep- 
resentatives of the trade. Steps would 
be taken to prevent any hardship resulting 
from the declaration made by him on 


Monday. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Gentlemen appointed to bring in a 
Bill upon the Resolutions reported from 
the Committee of Ways and Means on the 
Ist day of this instant May, and then 
agreed to by the House, that they do 
make provision therein pursuant to the 
said Resolution—(Mr Chancellor of the 
Exch equer A 

FINANCE BILL. 

“To grant certain duties of Customs 
and Inland Revenue, to alter other duties, 
and to amend the Law relating to 


Customs and Inland Revenue and the | 


Mr. J. Chamberluin. 


the year,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
188}. 


JUSTICE OF THE PEACE (No. 2) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair.] 
Clause 4 :— 


Motion made, Question proposed, “That 
Clause 4 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) said he desired to point 
out in regard to this clause that it 
a great constitutional 
ditticulty was bound to arise if this 
Bill applied to Scotland. The Solicitor- 
doubt aware that in 
Scotland in the issue of Commissioners of 
the Peace there were invariably included 
certain Privy Councillors, the  Lord- 
Advocate, the Solicitor-General for 
Scotland, the Senators of the College of 
Justice and the sheriffs. The Senators of 
the College of Justice and the sheriffs 
were irremoyvable from their positions 
upon any account whatever save fault 
or misdemeanour of their own. This 
clause proposed that justices of the 
peace who held office ex officio should be 
removable by the same authority as the 
other justices, which meant that they 
might be removed by the Crown 
through the exercise of its Commissioners. 
He suggested that if the Bill were passed 
into law and was to affect Scotland some 
constitutional safeguard on the point 
ought to be inserted. 


Tue SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir W. 
Rosson, South Shields) said the Lord 
Advocate was not present at the moment, 
but it did not seem to him that any 
great injustice was likely to be caused, 
because it would not affect any of the 
gentlemen named in their oftices. — It 


i would be in regard to their functions 


as Justices of the Peace alone that the 
Bill would affect them, The point, 
however, might be considered when the 
Lill got to the other House. 
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Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.) 


thought the Question was a much larger 
one than the few words of the hon. and 
learned Gentleman would lead them to 
suppose. He thought there was a very 
big constitutional question involved. 
Under this clause ex officio justices, who 
had been elected to the post of chairman 
of a district council and other important 
bodies, were to be removed from the 
Bench, not necessarily for any statutory 
offence, but merely upon the ipse diait of 
the Lord Chancellor. The principles 
of the Liberal Party appeared to be at 
stake--if they had any principles left 
—on this important point. A direct 
interference was proposed with men 
elected by the ratepayers to fill certain 
important posts which carried with them 
the duties of acting as Justices of the 
Peace. Were they going in this Bill, 
without any adequate explanation, to 
allow a Lord Chancellor to annul the 
election of the ratepayers without any 
limitations ? A justice so elected might 
he excluded on mere grounds of caprice. 
Limiting words, requiring that the justice 
should be first convicted before he was 
removed, should certainly be introduced. 


Mr. YOUNGER (Ayr Burghs) said he 
could not see on what principle in the 
Bill the Lord Chancellor should be 
allowed to stop the exercise of their 
jurisdiction as Justices of the Peace by 
such people as sheriffs in Scotland. It 
might as well be suggested that the Lord 
Chancellor should have the same power 
to stop the excercise of their judicial 
Tunctions. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby) said the framers 


of this clause clearly contemplated 
that the Lord Chancellor would not 
exercise this power without good 


reasons, and he took it the clause got 
into the Bill largely in consequence of 
a matter which arose in a certain case 
where the conduct of a man who was 
elected mayor became objectionable. It 
was perfectly evident that he was an unfit 
person to be either mayor or chairman, or 
a member of the Bench. His 
members of the Town Council boycotted 


fellow | 
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him, but had to form a quorum as he had | 
the power to pass resolutions, and he | 


continued to sit on the Bench in spite of 
everybody. That case had evidently 
called forth this clause, but in so far as it 


| 
| 
| 
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was framed in a way which apparently 
gave very arbitrary power to the Lord 
Chancellor to deprive a Justice of the 
Peace of his office without any reasonable 


restrictions, he thought the criticism 


passed upon the clause was_ perfectly 
justified. 


THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. THomas 
Suaw, Hawick Burghs) said he was 
sorry he was not present when the hon. 
Member for North West Lanarkshire 
raised this point. There was, however, 
nothing specially Scottish about the 
clause. There was no disqualification. 
There were not a few officers, notably 
under the recent Local Government 
Acts in Scotland, who acted ex ufficio as 
justices, the most numerous being chair- 
men of Parish Councils. There might 
he cases in which it would be expedient 
that a person of that kind should be 
excluded from the functions of the justices, 
and all that was done by the clause was 
that if such a case arose the powers of the 
clause could be properly and wisely 
exercised with the entire consent of the 
person involved, because it was often a 
matter of convenience that there should 
be no exercise of judicial powers in the 
case of an ee officio appointment. There 
was nothing compulsory in the clause, and 
he saw no reason to differentiate between 
England and Scotland. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON | said 
that the remarks of the right hon. 
Gentleman did not bear exactly on 
the point to which he had referred, 
namely, the constitutional point. As 
the right hon. Gentleman knew, he, in 
common with the Solicitor-General for 
Scotland and sundry others, was by 
virtue of his office a Justice of the Peace 
for every county in Scotland. While the 
right hon. Gentleman and the Solicitor- 
General were removed from the position, 
no doubt, with their removal from office 
owing to the demise of their Government, 
the Senators of the College of Justice 
were es officio Justices of the Peace whom 
nothing but death could remove, and it 
would be committing a breach of 
constitutional usage to interfere with 
that privilege. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said he had 


omitted to mention that the clause 
originated with the late Lord Chan- 


cellor, Lord Halsbury, and _ therefore 
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might be taken by hon. Members to 
be perfectly in order. A very excep- 
tional case had been mentioned by his 
hon. and learned friend, but he might 
point out that in a short clause of this 
kind it would be highly inexpedient to 
provide for exceptional cases. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS (Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) said it was perfectly true 
that this clause was in a Bill which was 
carried through the House of Lords by 
the late Lord Chancellor. Its object was 
to give the Lord Chancellor power to 


remove justices whose past history in | 


connection with crime or misconduct in 
office, such as the gratification of personal | 
spite on the Bench, rendered them unfit 
to be magistrates. His experience at the 
Home Office showed him that there ought 
to be a power in the hands of some 
authority to remove justices. ‘There was 
an instance of an ex officio justice who, 
if he remembered rightly, was the mayor 
of a town, and who in the course of an 
action for slander was proved to have 
used his official position in order to gratify 
a personal spite. It was obviously very 
undesirable that a man of that character 
should be allowed to remain on the 
Bench. In another case it was proved 
that an er officio justice had taken money 
and acted in collusion with 
victuallers. Clearly, too, he ought not 
to have sat on the Bench. Therefore, he 
entirely approved the principle of this 
clause, though it was hardly clear, at 
all events to the lay mind, and he sug- 
gested that words should be inserted to 
make it plain that a previous conviction, 
bankruptcy, or some other stated causes, 


should be a condition of the liability to | 


removal. He was most anxious that the 
clause should remain in the Bill. 


Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur- 
ham, Barnard Castle) said the Labour 
Members viewed this clause withsuspicion, 
which suspicion had been considerably in- 
creased by the Lord Advocate’s statement. 
The fact that the late Lord Chancellor was 
responsible for the insertion of the 
clause in the Bill was sufficient to 
condemn it so far as the Labour Members 
were concerned. Apart from that they 
would have suspected any attempt to 
remove without some legitimate cause— 
and there was no reference to that in the 
clause—magistrates holding their position 
by the representative vote of the people. 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 
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They admitted there might be cases 
where the discretion of the Lord Chan- 
cellor ought to be used, and where a name 
ought to be struck off the list of justices ; 
but he thought it ought to be because 
of a very serious charge. In this clause, 
however, there was not a single sugges- 
tion as to why a justice should be 
removed, and that was their great objec- 
tion to it. They had a right to expect 
from the present Government, believing 
as they did that they wished to recognise 
democratic tendencies, that they would 
protect the men whom they were now 
going to give the opportunity of taking 
| part in the work of county magistrates, 
and he appealed to the Solictor-General 
to insert some words to that effect in the 
clause even at the risk of necessitat- 
ing a Report Stage in the progress of 
the Bill, for there was nothing the 
country suffered from more than ill- 
considered and hasty legislation. 





*Mr. F. E. SMITH (Liverpool, Walton) 
was sorry to hear the reference of the 
last speaker to Lord Halsbury, seeing 
| how much the Labour Members owed to 
his judgments interpreting the Work- 
;men’s Compensation Act. The attitude 
of the Law Officers for both England 
and Scotland had been very conciliatory, 
and he hoped the hon. and learned 
Gentleman would see his way even 
now to accept an Amendment which 
he suggested was really one of substance. 
Many hon. Members in different parts 
of the House felt the strongest possible 
objection to the idea of a man who 
enjoyed his office by virtue of a popular 
vote running the danger of being 
removed on grounds which were not 
merely badly defined, but not defined 
-at all. He believed he was right in 
/saying that the justices would be at 
the mercy of the Lord Chancellor, and, it 
so, it was intolerable in these days that a 
man who was chosen to an honourable 
post as mayor of a corporation by the 
votes of the citizens should even theoreti- 
cally be deposable from his judicial 
functions by the Lord Chancellor without 
any reason given. 


Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) said 
that unless the Solicitor-General would 
undertake that there should be some 
modification of the clause the Labour Mem- 
bers would be obliged to vote against it 
altogether. This class contained the only 
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popularly elected element upon the county 
benches ; therefore they would have to 
be sure not to allow the authority of the 
Lord Chancellor t» remove these justices 
from their position without some limita- 
tions. Reference had been made to 
Lord Halsbury’s connection with the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act. The late 
Lord Chancellor was responsible for the 
serious difficulties which had arisen out 
of the Tatf Vale judgment. 


THe CHAIRMAN said the discussion 
of that subject was out of order. 


Mr. WARD said that was the reason 
why he imagined the hon. Member for the 
Walton Division would have been pre- 
vented from making the observations he 
made, 


THe CHAIRMAN said the hon. Mem- 
her must not question his ruling. The 
preceding speaker would have been called 
to order if he had made more than a 
passing reference to this question. 


Mr. WARD was sorry if he had 
broken the rules. The Solicitor-General 
had enumerated several things, such 
as bankruptey, as a reason for the 
Lord Chancellor having the power to 
remove a justice, but surely that worked 
automatically, He understood that a 
bankrupt could not hold an office of 
that sort or on a board of guardians, 
district council, or any other public 
body. Under these circumstances it 
was most essential that the Committee 
should have some guarantee that the only 
popularly elected justices would not run 
the risk of being removed from their 
oftice without some substantial cause. 


Mr. HIGHAM (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby) suggested that the Solicitor- 
General should see his way at this or 
some later stage to amend the clause so 
that a popularly-elected justice of the 
peace, who had disqualified himself from 
holding his position, might be removed 
only on the representation of the town 
council or other local governing body. 


*Mr. GEORGE FABER (York) said 
he would take the case of his own con- 
stituency to illustrate what might happen 
under the clause. In York the Lord 
Mayor was Chairman of the Bench 
during his year of office, and under this 
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clause it would be in the power of the Lord 
Chancellor, without giving any reason 
at all and suddenly on his own ipse 
dixit, to remove from the bench the 
gentleman occupying that responsible 
position. He did not say that the Lord 
Chancellor of the day would do anything 
of the kind, but he urged that the clause 
should say specifically what it meant. 
It should not be left for any official to 
interpret it as he liked. He hoped the 
Law Officers would take this point into 
their serious consideration, 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) said he was 
delighted at the number of recruits on 
the Opposition side of the House who 
desired to get something like a demo- 
cratic bench. The Solicitor-General had 
no desire that the clause should be mis- 
interpreted, and if there was any doubt in 
the matter he hoped it would be made 
perfectly clear that no person democrati- 
cally elected, perhaps a mayor, should be 
excluded at once from the bench throuzh 
the whim or fancy of some person in 
authority. A whole neighbourhood might 
be robbed in that way of the useful 
services of a democratically elected 
person who was more known to the 
exceedingly poor people in the district 


than the ordinary justice of the 
peace. Poor people who could not 
leave their work without — serious 


loss to make application to magistrates 
in the day time went to such a person 
as he referred to. When it became 
known that the magistrate was acting in 
this way some people might say, “Its 
time to clip that fellow’s wings, and 
therefore we will write to the Lord 
Chancellor to get him cut off.” He hoped 
the Solicitor-General would see his way 
to safeguard the interests of the justices 
who might be treated in that way. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid.) said the object of the clause 
was exceedingly simple. There was 
power at present to remove all justices 
who were put on by the Lord-Lieutenant. 
Every person would agree that it was 
right that there should be the power of 
removal. Whether it was properly vested 
in the Lord Chancellor was a different 
matter. As to the power of removal 
it was contended by some hon. Members 
that there should Le a difference between 
a person who held the office ex officio for 
one year and those who were permanent 
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members vf the bench. His hon. friends 
opposite thought that a person who might 
at one time or other have the confidence 


of the public should remain a justice of | 
peace without being liable to removal at | 
all whatever his misconduct might be. | 


[Cries of “No.”] If necessary let it be 
proposed that the Lord Chancellor should 
be in some way or other fettered in the 
discretion he had to remove justices of 
the peace from office, but it would bea 


great mistake to make a distinction by | 
which certain justices could not be re-| 


moved from office at all. 
speaking, the whole of the justices were 
removable for misconduct. 


Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON: The 
Bill does not say so, 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said there 
never was any clause plainer than this 
one. Its object was simply to bring ¢. 
officio justices of the peace into line with 
all other justices in regard to being remov- 


Broadly | 
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| 


| discussion. It 


able. It might be right—he was not saying | 
that it was—to deprive the Lord Chan- | 


cellor of this power, and that some other 
person should have it, but that was not 
the question now before the Committee. 
The powers of the Lord Chancellor to 
deal with justices who were not ¢ officio 
justices was not touched by the clause. 


Sir W. ROBSON thought there was a 
good deal of misapprehension as to the 
scope and effect of the clause. He would 
again remind the Committee that this Bill 
did not pretend to codify the law. The 
small and simple object of the Bill was 
to abolish the double qualification now 
required, and the object of this clause 
was simply to create a perfectly just 
and necessary uniformity. In allocating 
to certain officials the functions of justices 
of the peace, previous Acts had omitted 
to say that they should hold the office on 
the same conditions as other justices. 
Therefore, it was stated in this clause. 
It simply stated that any person who 
became a justice of the peace by virtue 
of holding an office might be excluded 
from the exercise of the functions of 
a justice by the same authority by whom 
other justives could be removed. There 
was nothing invidious in that. Some hon. 
Meinbers seemed to think that some insult 
was directed against ex officio magistrates. 
Nothing of the kind. The clause was 
based on a necessary and proper uniform- 

Mr, Samuel Evans, 
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ity. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for St. Augustine’s had said that 
there were cases which had made the 
clanse necessary. He himself did not 
like to refer to individual one 
could not be quite sure that he was 
acquainted with all the circumstances, 
and the person concerned was not here 
to answer for himself. He did not care 
to put this clause on the ground that 
in several well-known instances it had 
been necessary to remove justices. He 
was astonished that hon. Members 
opposite should get up, one after another, 
to attack a clause adopted by their 
own Government and suggested by 
by their Lord Chancellor. He thought 
he was entitled to say that. He 
dared say that there were hon. Mem- 
who would be astonished at his 
astonishment, ‘That was just what he 
might expect from the course of the 
was said that this clause 
did not state the grounds upon which a 
magistrate could be removed. Why 
should it state the ground? The general 
law remained, and upon the grounds 
upon which other magistrates could be 
removed these magistrates were to he 
removed, Unless he was prepared to do 
what he was not prepared to do, and 
codify the law referring to magistrates, 
he did not see m what other way the 
matter could be dealt with. He certainly 
could not undertake to express all the 
grounds upon which magistrates might be 
removed, It had been expressed, he 
thought rather unthinkingly, that a 
magistrate could be removed upon the mere 
ipse dixit of the Lord Chancellor. It was 
true that all judicial functionaries were 
appointed by the Lord Chancellor and 
were under his authority, but the Lord 
Chancellor was a member of the Govern- 
ment, and he and his colleagues in the 
Cabinet were responsible to Parliament. 
The Committee could have no_ better 
guarantee against wrongful, capricious, or 
illegal conduct than the fact that in 
these matters the Government were liable 
te the censure of this House, and that 
what they had got was not a guarantee 
of some collateral authority established 
side by side with the Lord Chancellor, 
but the judgment of the Lord 
Chancellor under the supervision of 
Parliament. He would like any hon. 
Member who differed from him to 
suggest any better tribunal for this 
purpose than the House of Commons. Of 
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course it was to some extent an in- 
congruous tribunal for dealing with 
personal misconduct, but it had been 
thought fit to put this matter under the 
supervision of Parliament and that was 
why the Government were made respon- 
sible. He did not think anybody could 
suggest, much less remember, a case where 
there had been any illegal or capricious re- 
moval on the part of the Lord Chancellor. 
What the Lord Chancellor did in this 
matter was merely an administrative act 
and was not an act done of his own 
personal and private will. It was an 
administrative act for which he was 
responsible to his colleagues and, therefore, 
as far as guarantee was concerned, hon. 
Members had under the existing law the 
best of all possible guarantees. They 
were not, in regard to this question, 
dealing with hypothetical cases, but 
with cases of which they had experi- 


ence. Where in the whole history 
of the English judiciary could there 


be found a case of a Lord Chancellor 
removing a justice of the peace or other 
judicial officer without stating any 
grounds for his action ? If he were guilty 
of such action it would probably be 
followed before very long by the removal 
of the Lord Chancellor himself. Hon. 
Members must not imagine that they 
were dealing here with any attack upon 
the elective element. 
further from the 
framed the Bill. 

be further from 


minds of those who 
Certainly nothing could 


which had been predicted would follow 
from the passing of the Bill he would not 
have brought it forward or at that 
moment advocate the desirability of its 
passing. Under these circumstances he 
thought he might ask the Committee to 
allow the measure to proceed without 
further discussion upon this point. 


*CoLONEL WILLIAMS (Dorsetshire, 
W.) thought the remarks of the Solicitor- 
General, about what had happened the 
night before, were rather uncalled for, 
especially as this clause had never been 
before the House of Commons before, 
although it had been before the House of 
Lords. The hon. and learned Gentleman 
had seemed to imply an immunity from 


error on the part of anybody who hap- | 


pened to sit upon the Treasury Bench, and 
that a clause must be right because 
it had been approved by both Govern- 
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thought that all the dreadful consequences | 
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ments. Nobody wanted to delay the 
Bill, and they were quite content with the 
| promise that it should be considered in 
| the House of Lords; but he would 
suggest the insertion of words which 
| would provide that the magistrates now 
‘in question might be excluded from 
| the exercise of judicial functions by the 
| same authority and for the same reasons 
'by and for which other justices were 
| disqualified from acting. [An Hon. 
| Member: It is so under the Common 
| Law.] He was sure that the Committee 
| would be glad if the hon. and learned 
Member would accept some such words. 


*Mr. F. E. SMITH said he was not 
satisfied as to the effect of this clause, 
'and as to the existing law if this clause 
were allowed to pass. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Glamorgan had said that by 
| Clause 4 the same conditions, and the 
same conditions only, would be attached 
to popularly elected justices as were 
attached to justices at the present time. 
That was not the effect of the clause. 
At the present time ordinary justices 
could be removed on grounds which 
were well understood, and which any 
lawyer could give after five minutes 
reference to the statute, but it was 
the whole object of the insertion of 
this clause that these popularly elected 
ev officio justices should not, so far as the 
| jurisdiction of the Lord Chancellor was 
concerned, be on the same footing as 
| ordinary justices. If that were not so, 
what in the name of common sense was 
| the necessity for the clause at all? If 
| they were in the same position why 
|should not the Solicitor-General state 
| that they should be removed, not merely 
| by the same authority as ordinary justices, 
| but for the same causes? The very 
‘reluctance of the Solicitor-General to do 
this created the gravest suspicion. He 
would make a suggestion that just as 
the Attorney-General withdrew from one 
Bill, because he fell out with hon. Gentle- 
men below the gangway, the Solicitor- 
General should hand over the further 
conduct of this Bill to the Attorney- 
General. He was perfectly certain they 
would make progress then. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) 
said he was very much surprised to hear 
from hon. Members above the gangway 
on the Opposition side of the House, that 





they did not think that this clause should 
Y 2 
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stand part of the Bill, because it seemed 
to him that if the Committee excluded 
this clause they would be setting up a 
kind of class legislation which there was 
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every prospect would be set up in other | 


respects during the present Parliament. 
He was not surprised at hon. Members 
on the Ministerial side of the House 
attempting to do that, but he was sur- 
prised that hon, Members on the Opposi- 


tion side should lend themselves to such | 


an attempt. He had listened to the 
remarks of the hon. and learned Solicitor- 
General in the course of which he 
explained very lucidly and fully 
Parliament or some other authority had 
decided that the Lord Chancellor was 
responsible to that House, not only for 
the appointment but the dismissal of 


that 


magistrates. He had given, however, 
various reasons, which could not be 
reconciled one with another. He had 


said in the first place, that the Lord | 


Chancellor was responsible to Par ia- 
ment. That prima facie might be very 
good reasoning, but in practice it was 
not carried out. No later than that 
afternoon he himself had submitted, as 
on a previous occasion, a Question on 
this very subject in regard to a magis- 
trate who held oftice by reason of his 
being a district councillor in Ireland, 
and on each occasion he had been 
informed by the Minister to whom the 
Question was addressed that he could 


give no information, and that it was a | 


subject entirely within the province of 
the Lord Chancellor for Ireland. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: This Bill does 
not apply to Ireland. 


An HON. MEMBER: He cannot 
keep out the head of King Charles. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said that at 
a later period he intended to put down 
an Amendment to this clause which 
should make it apply to Ireland, and the 
fact that such an Amendment was going 
to be put down he respectfully submitted 
would make it permissible for him to 
argue upon the subject. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member | 


has not handed in any Amendment of 


that kind, and if he had I am not sure | 


that I should allow him to proceed with 
his remarks on Ireland at this point, 


Mr, Charles Craig. 
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whether he might argue from analogy, 
This House was not the ultimate Court 
of Appeal in matters of this kind, and 
therefore the Solicitor-General’s reference 
'to the Lord Chancellor was not justified. 
On the other points he perfectly agreed 
with the Solicitor-General. He thought 
it was obvious that whether a Justice of 
the Peace was appointed in the ordinary 
way or whether he was elected, his duties 
and position ought to be the same. and 
he should be subject to the same conditions 
as any other magistrate. It seemed to 
him perfectly clear that if an ordinary 
magistrate was removable by the Lord 
Chancellor the other class of magistrates 
should be subjected to the same rules 
and regulations. Therefore he trusted 
that if the clause went to a division 
the Committee would affirm it. 


*Mr. MADDISON (Burnley) said he 
desired t» see the ex offirio magistrates 
treated as fairly as, and on an absolute 


pe vend with, other magistrates. He 
, admitted he could rarely understand the 


clause by once reading it through. During 
the discussion which had taken place he 
had read this clause over and over again 
and he could not see in it anything but 
absolute equality. This was all his 
hon. friend representing Barnard Castle 
wanted, and he would suggest to him 
that as this was a question of law he 
would be well advised not to take the law 
from hon, Gentlemen on the Opposition 
side, because during the discussion on this 
sill the Committee had been treated to 
_something besides law : there had been a 
| frivolous childish discussion by the very 
| Gentlemen who were now trying tomislead 
the Labour Members about the law. He 
hoped the Labour Members would not be 
‘led into the Lobby against the Clause, 
because nothing would do more injury to 
the cause they represented than to put 
forward the idea that the working men 
of the country wanted some preference 
for the workman magistrate. Democratic 
| representation would be seriously injured 
| by demanding anything else but equality, 
and that was what the Bill gave. ; 


Mr. JOHN JOHNSON (Gateshead) 
said the Labour Members at first feared 
that the new magistrates were going to 
be put on a footing different from that of 
other magistrates, They did not desire 
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any special advantage for their class, but 
itshould bedistinctly understood that they 
were exceedingly zealous for the main- 
tenance of the dignity of the class to 
which they belonged, and therefore they did 
not desire that magistrates should be re- 
movable at the mere caprice of any indi- 
vidual. He was satisfied however with the 
explanation of the Solicitor-General. He 
had sufficient confidence not only in his 
levelness of head but also in his buoyancy 
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hon. and learned Gentleman desired to 
do all he could in the interest of the 
working classes, and therefore he had 
no objection to the clause as framed, 
being prepared to accept the statement 
that no special disability would be 
imposed on new magistrates. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 355; 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland 

Agnew, George William 
Alden, Percy 

Ambrose, Robert 

Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. HerbertHenry | 
Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) | 
Bakor, Joseph A.(Vinsbury, E.) | 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, John E. (Somerset) 
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Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
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Beck, A Cecil 

sellairs, Carlyon 
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Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 
Bolton, T.D. (Derbyshire,N.E.) | 
Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) | 
Brace, William 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J.F.L. (Lancs., Leigh) 
Brunner, Sir John T. (Cheshire 
Bryce, Rt.Hn.James (Aberd’n) 
Bryce, J. A. (Inverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, J. D. W. 

dsurt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt.Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cairns, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
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Causton, Rt.Hn. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R.R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Clough, W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W. 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,Sir Wm.J. (S. P’ner’s,W 
Cooper. G. J. 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, C.H. (S’s’x, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Craig, Charles Curtis( Antrim.S. 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Crossley, William J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Delany, William 


| Devlin,Charles Ramsay(Galw’y 


Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 


| Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
| Dillon, John 


Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major FE. M. (Walsall) 
Edwards, Clements (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alexander 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
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Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Ginnell, L. 

Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardie, J. Keir (Merthyr T’d’l) 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, J. M. (Aberd’n, W.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hooper, A. G. 

Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Illingworth, Perey H. 
Jackson, R. S. 

Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
| Jowett, F. W. 

| Joyce, Michael 

| Kearley, Hudson E. 
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Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) | 
Law, Hugh Alexander | 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid 
Layland-Barratt, Francis | 
Lea, Hugh Cecil (St.Pancras,E. | 
Lehmann, R. C. ‘ 

Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) | 
Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) | 
Macdonald, J.M. (F’lk’rk B’ghs | 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 
MacVeigh, Charles (Donegal,E. | 
M‘Callum, John M. 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. 
M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) | 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) | 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Marks G. Croydon (Launcest’n 
Marnham, F. J. 

Massie, J. 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alfred 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. S. 

Montgomery, H. H. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Napier, T. B. 

Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, Charles N. (Donc’r) 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tip’ry Mid.) | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 


David | 


Acland-Hood,RtHn.SirAlex.F, | Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hn. Sir H. | 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Ashley, W. W. 
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O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool 
O’Doherty, Philip 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Grady, J. 

O’Hare, Patrick 

O’Kelly, James (Roscom’n, N. 
O'Malley, William 


| O'Mara, James 


O’Shee, James John 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Paul, Herbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 


| Pearce, William (Limehouse) 


Philipps, Col. Ivor (S’thampt’n 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central 


| Price, Robert John (Norfolk, E. 
| Priestley, W. E. B. (Bradford,E 


Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Roland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 


| Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
| Redmond, 


William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 


| Ridsdale, E. A. 


Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 


| Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 


Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robertson, Sir G.Scott (Br'df'd 


| Robinson, 8. 

| Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
| Roche, Augustine (Cork) 

| Roe, Sir Thomas 

| Rogers, F. E. Newman 

| Rose, Charles Day 


Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 


| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 


Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 


| Schwann, Chas. E. (Manch’st’r 
| Scott, A.H.(Ashton-under-L’ne 


Sears, J. E. 
Seaverns, J. H. 


| Seddon, J. 
| Seely, Major J. B. 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 


| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Sileock, Thomas Ball 


Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 


| Snowden, P. 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
NOES. 


Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 


| Barnes, G. N. 
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Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley, Hn.A.Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, E. P. (Salisbury) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomasson, Franklin 

Tillett, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, W. Dudley (S’thampton 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Cothcart (Orkney 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitely, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williams, W. L. (Carmarthen) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M’Kinnon 
Woodhouse, Sir J.T.(Hud’s’f'd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. Herbert 
Lewis. 


Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry,N. 
Beach,Hn.Michael Hugh Hicks 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bowles, G. Stewart 
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Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
3utcher, Samuel Henry 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Captain James (Down, E. 
Dalyrmple, Viscount 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dixon, Sir Daniel 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doughty, Sir George 

Duncan, Robert (Lanark,Govan 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 
Helmsley, Viscount 
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Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hervey, F.W.F.( Bury 8. Edm’s 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hill, Henry Staveley (Staff’sh.) 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Dowland 
King,SirHenrySeymour (Hull) 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Lee, Arthur H. (Hants, Fare’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Long, Col. Charles W. (Ev’sh’m 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Marks, H. H. (K«nt) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield 
Nield, Herbert 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
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Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson, John Frederick P. 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, F. E. (Liverpool, Walton 
Starkey, John R. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G. (Oxf'd U’v. 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Ward, John (Stoke-upon-Trent 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Colonel Lockwood and Mr. 
Mitchell-Thomson. 





Clauses 5 to 7 agreed to, 


Mr. BRACE (Glamorganshire, S.) : 
said he desired to move the new clause 
standing in his name. His proposal was 
that every elected mayor of a municipal 
authority or chairman of a county 
council, urban, or rural district council, or 
other like authority should automatically 
become a permanent justice of the peace. 
His chief reason for bringing the matter 
before the Committee was the experience 
of recent years, in which there had been 
the extraordinary spectacle of large pro- 
eressive areas with no justice of the 
peace who could be fairly called repre- 
sentative of the people. ‘The Committee 
would be doing a great act of justice if 
they placed in the hands of the people 
the election of a magistrate, as would 
he done if this clause were accepted. 


New clause-—— 

“Any person qualified to be elected 
mayor of a municipal authority or chair- 
man of a county council, urban or rural 
district council, or other like authority, 
and who, in fact, has been elected and 
served in the office of mayor for one year, 
or in the office of chairman as aforesaid 
for one year, shall be a permanent Justice 
of the Peace with all the rights and 
privileges appertaining to that oifice.” 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Question proposed, “That the Clause 
be now read a second time.” 


Str W. ROBSON said he was obliged 
to his hon. friend for his interesting 
speech. Aiter all, it did not require very 
much arguing one way or the other. The 
proposed clause introduced a very im- 
portant principle, which was far be- 
yond the seope of this Bill, and he did not 
propose to argue it an abstract 
principle on its merits. What he 
desired above all things was to get 
this Bill. He was sorry he was not 
able to take this opportunity of extending 
and altering the law in various directions. 
It was clear, however, that if such a 
principle as the hon, Member had _pro- 
posed were inserted in the Bill, it would 
cause a remarkable degree of discussion 
and opposition, which might imperil the 
main principle of the Bill, The number 
of bodies included in the terms of the 
hon. Member's clause was about 9,000, 
and the proposal was to add 9,000 persons 
per annum to the roll of permanent 
justices. He did not wish to condemn 
or approve such a proposal ; but it was 
a large order. The question of how a 
popular element in the ordinary magis- 
tracy could best be introduced required 
consideration. He would not like to 
commit himself now to the form which 
such a proposal should take. It was 
clearly a subject for a separate measure, 


as 


for this Bill did not deal with the 
appoinument of magistrates. It dealt 
only with the qualification of 


magistrates. He was not sure that it 
would be altogether to the advantage of 


those who might be appointed chairmen 
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of parish councils that there should be 
attached to them a permanent magistracy. 
There were a great many men who were 
competent to act as chairman of a council 
but were unfitted for the high, serious, 
and sacred responsibility of a magistrate. 
He thought, therefore, he was justified 





Justice of the Peace 


in declaring that the adoption of this , 


clause, or of the next clause on the Paper,t 
would hamper and endanger the progress 
of the Bill. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) recognised the hard necessity 
under which the Solicitor-General was 
to evade the principle involved in the 
Amendment. But they ought not 
to negative the clause on the Iudicrous 
and fallacious ground put forward by 
the hon. and learned Gentleman. He had 
said that the clause would have the effect 
of adding 9,000 persons annually to the 
roll of Justices of the Peace. That 
argument rested entirely upon the as- 
sumption that no county, district, 
municipal, or parish council allowed its 
chairman to exercise his functions for 
more than a year. Except in the case 
of municipal councils, the reverse was the 
practice. He did not believe the County 


Council of the West Riding of Yorkshire | 


had had more than two chairmen since its 
inception, and he knew a case of a district 
council which had been working for 
many years under one chairman. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
that this clause was by far the most 
valuable one the Committee had had 
to discuss in connection with the Bill. 
lf adopted there was no doubt it 
vould be a good thing for the Bench, as 


it would be frequently recruited with a | 


man who had been selected 
fellows deliberately and in a 
cratic manner. 

thing for the councils, because — it 
would attract men of higher attain- 


by his 
demo- 
It would also be a good 


ments to their service. The figures 
given by the Solicitor-General were | 


utterly fallacious, because the chairmen | 


of these bodies were, for the most part, 
already magistrates, so that the magis- 

t The Clause referred to was as follows :— 
The chairman of a board of guardians and the 
chairman of a parish council shall, if otherwise 
qualified, be by virtue of his oftice justice of 
the peace for the county in which the district 
is situate, in the same way as a chairman of a 
Cistrict ccuncil Lecomes a justice of the peace. 


Sie WW Robson, 
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| tracy would not be increased in anything 
| like the proportion suggested. In the part 
| of Lancashire where he lived, there was 
only about one in seven, he believed, of the 
gentlemen appointed as chairmen of these 
bodies who was not already a magistrate. 
He pointed out that in connection with 
the Liverpool Bench the average number 
' elected every year was fourteen, and that 
in four cases out of five the gentleman 
who was elected Lord Mayor was already 
| a Justice of the Peace. It was, therefore, 
perfectly obvious that there would not be 
added to the Bench members in anything 
like the proportion suggested by the 
Solicitor-General. He was one of those 
who believed that the present system of 
appointing magistrates was open to very 
grave criticism. Many Members strongly 
objected to the kind of men who were 
appointed, and when there was put 
forward a wholesome and first-class sug- 
gestion under which aman selected by his 
fellows for high office would have a 
chance of being placed on the Bench he 
thought it ought not to be lost sight of. 
He, therefore, supported the proposed 
new clause, 


Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON) said 
that every Member of the Committee on 
whichever side he sat ought to be prepared 
to support the proposed clause, if only for 
| the reason that it would relieve him of one 
of the difficulties of his position. No sooner 
| Was a Member of Parliament elected than 
he was appealed to on all hands to obtain 
appointments tothe magisterial bench, and 
Members sometimes found it impossible 
to resist the appeals of their strongest 
| supporters, in many cases irrespective 
| of qualification for judicial position. He 


_ thought there was something to be said for 
_his hon. friend’s Amendment from the 
standpoint of continuing the services of 
the Chairmen of county, borough, and 
rural councils in judicial positions. ‘The 
numbers given by the Solicitor-General 
did not at all frighten him, because he did 
not think they were at all accurate. 
Those who had been connected with 
public bodies knew that the chairmen in 
,a considerable number of instances were 
j already magistrates. That remark ap- 
| plied especially to the chairmen of the 
jcounty and borough councils. He 
‘would like to point out to the 
Solicitor-Gereral that in some of the 
rural districts there was a great scarcity 
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of magistrates, not so much for perform- 
ing the actual work of the bench as for 
minor purposes such as the taking of oaths. 
There was a very great lack of qualified 
men to do this work. He knew that from 
his own experience, representing as he 
did a very widely scattered rural district. 
People had sometimes to go miles in 
order to find a justice to render them 
the service they needed. He might 
be told that this would all be altered 
when the Bill came into operation. It 
would probably be said that magistrates 
in the county divisions would come up 
almost like mushrooms, inasmuch as 
the Bill removed the qualification which 
had debarred many people from receiving 
these appointments. But having — re- 
moved the high and absurd qualification 
which had existed so long, the diffi- 
culty was that they would commit the 
making of the appointments to the Lord- 
Lieutenant or it might be the Lord 
Chancellor. He was quite willing to 
make every allowance tor the possible 
argument that the appointments were 
made fairly. That was not his experi- 
ence. ‘The political and party element 
entered far too largely into the appoint- 
ment of magistrates. The  Solicitor- 
General had urged that the Bill did 
not deal with the process of appoint- 
ment by election. While there was 
something to be said for the hon. and 
learned Gentleman’s argument, he would 
point out that these men were already 
appointed, and he and his friends merely 
wanted to extend the period of office. 
They had received the confidence of the 
authorities of which they were chair- 
men, and in order to do so they must 
have rendered considerable public service. 
They got their positions not because 
of any political services rendered to 
one Party or another. Except in 
those cases where the local elections were 
conducted on purely Party lines—he 
was pleased to be able to say that 
there were very few of them, and he 
hoped they would become fewer — a 
man who succeeded to the position of 
chairman did so because of the very 
valuable services he had rendered to the 
public authority by whom he.was elected. 
That being so, why shouid they object 
to continue as a permanent justice a man 
who had secured the confidence of a repre- 
sentative public body? If the Solicitor- 


Genoral was not prepared to recognise | 
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| that the time had come when the magis- 
trates should be elected by an entirely 
different process, he hoped he would be 
prepared to consider an extension of the 
term, he did not say to all the authorities 
named in the Amendment, but to those 
men who had by virtue of office held the 
position of magistrates for one or two 
years. He thought the Bill might be 
amended in that direction with consider- 
able advantage. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS appealed to 
his hon. friend who had moved the Amend- 
ment not to press it, for the reason that he 
would not get the sense of the Com- 
mittee on the particular subject with which 
it dealt. This was a Bill to remove the 
present property qualification for the 

‘ottice of Justice of the Peace; it did 
not deal at all with the persons who 
appointed him. He was not going to 
express any final opinion as to the 
merits or demerits of what had fallen 
from his hon. friend. There was a great 
deal to be said both for and against the 


proposal now before the Committee. 
One thing that might be said was 
that Members of Parliament were 


worried by people who had an ambi- 
tion to become Justices of the Peace. It 
might be that in order to achieve that 
ambition they would obtain the posi- 
tion in local authorities indicated in the 
Amendment. Having thus qualified for 
appointment as Justice of the Peace they 
might no longet care to serve the public 
in the capacity by virtue of which they 
gained the office. The proposal was one 
which required a great deal of considera- 
tion. He woull point eut to his hon. 
friend also that people who were ez officio 
Justices of the Peace during a year of 
office Ina post to which they were elected, 
were people who enjoyed the confidence 
of the electors at the time, but it did not 
follow that that confidence would be 
continued. There were many Members 
in the last House of Commons who were 
not elected to the present House, and 
there were many Members in the present 
House whowould not be elected to the next 
one. ‘These were considerations which 
went to the substance of the clause. Ile 
appealed to his hon. friend to withdraw 
the Amendment for the reasons stated. 
If it were possible upon such a Bill as 
this to deal with the matter they might 
have long discussions upon whether there 
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out to be Justices of the Peace at all. 
For Parliamentary reasons he could not 
support the Amendment. 


Mr. BRACE said that without some 
undertaking from the Solicitor-General 
to deal with this point he was not dis- 
posed to withdraw his Amendment. If 
the present opportunity passed he did not 
know when another chance would occur for 
dealing with this question, which was one 
of considerable public importance. The 
present Bill only removed the property 
qualification, and the appointment of 
magistrates would still remain with the | 
Lords-Lieutenant and the Lord Chan- 
cellor, and his object was to secure 
some selection by the people. The 
Lords - Lieutenant in) many counties 
had declined to make gentlemen magis- 


{COMMONS} 





trates who had the fullest qualifica- 
tions. As a rule the fact that a gentle- 
man belonged to the opposite political 
party to that of the Lord-Lieutenant was | 
sufficient to condemn him. He had been 
endeavouring to get some labour magis- 
trates appointed, but he had not met with | 
much success, and unless he got more 
encouragement from the Solicitor-General 
he could not agree to withdraw his 
Amendment. 


*Mr. CAVE (Surrey, Kingston) said | 
that the Amendment which had been | 
proposed was extremely vague and un- | 


workable. It referred to “all other | 
like authorities” and that was a very | 
vague expression. It proposed that 


the chairman in question should be a 
permanent Justice of the Peace, but it 
did not say whether for the county 
or for the borough. He agreed that 
this question was outside the scope of | 
the Bill. It was quite true that chairmen | 
were not changed every year, but if this | 
Amendment were adopted he ventured 
to say that they would be changed much 
oftener, and there would be a tendency 
to allow every member of the District 
Council to become the chairman in turn, 
so that they might become permanent 
Justices of the Peace. In this way 
they would in some Divisions practi- 
cally double the number of justices 
every year, and the magisterial benches 
would become overcrowded. It had 
never been considered right in this 
country that those who were to have 
criminal jurisdiction over any community 
should be subject to election by that com- 





Mr, Samuel Evans, 
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munity. He did not think that a man 
to whom it was proposed to entrust 
this power over his fellows should 
be subject to election. He _ believed 
that in America there had been and 
perhaps still was an elected magistracy, 
but it had not worked well. In this 
country the last vestige of the practice 
disappeared in the abolition of the 
method by which coroners used to be 
appointed, and he hoped the House would 
never revive any proposal of that kind, 
He did not think any serious attack had 
heen made upon the manner in which 
magistrates had been appointed, for they 
all knew what great pains were 
taken by the lords-lieutenant to select 
suitable men, [MINISTERIAL cries_ of 
“Oh, oh!”] He would remind hon, 
Members that he was speaking with some 
experience upon this question. He 
knew that lords-lieutenant had a great 
many applications and considerable pres- 
sure was brought to bear upon them, and 
he believed that they all took great pains 
to sift the applications, and many of them 
were extremely anxious to appoint 
magistrates from both sides of politics. 
Apart from that there was the power of 
the Lord Chancellor for the time being, 
who could, if the case required it, exercise 
a certain amount of persuasion upon 
lords-lieutenant to submit names from 
both Parties, and he very properly 
exercised that power. He did not 
think any case could be made out 
for attacking the present system. If 
they were going to establish a system of 
indirect popular election to the Bench, 
then it would become a matter of politics. 
Many councils were elected for political 
reasons, and in that way they would get 
the very thing which they so much 
objected to, namely, a political selection 
instead of a selection independent alto- 
gether of Party. For those reasons he 
hoped that the principle of this Amend- 
ment would not be admitted. 
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Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 


| Mansfield) said as a magistrate for several 


counties that his experience was that the 
qualification as a rule was not ability, but 
a question of money. Any man who 
came into a county, if he were rich, 
generally managed to be appointed a 
Justice of the Peace. It had been said 
that the appointments made by the Lords- 
Lieutenant were generally of a satisfactory 
character, but his experience was that 





Wl 


m 
be 


he 
mi 
mi 
ab 
ati 
an 
in 
by 
to 
m 
wl 
m: 
an 
we 
po 
co. 
M 
ab 
kn 
§0 
mi 
sta 
to 
po 
Pe 








d 


d 


- 


ors 





617 Justice of the Peace 


the appointments were invariably of a' 
political character, and the question 
which the Government ought to ask 
themselves was whether these appoint- 
ments in the future were going to 
be free from political bias. During the 
time he had been a Member of Parlia- 


ment he had never been asked to 
recommend names to the  Lords- 
Lieutenant. In his county they had 


a very excellent Lord-Lieutenant, but 
what was going to be the position in 
future? The Bill would remove the 
property qualification. The reason the 
Solicitor-General would not accept the 
Amendment was that he considered 
it outside the scope of the Bill. 
He thought it was the duty of hon. 
Members sitting on the Ministerial side 
to support the 
Solicitor-General could give them some 
undertaking that he would in a reasonable 
time reconsider this question in all its 
bearings, and abolish the present system, 
then he thought the Amendment might 
be withdrawn, in order that the Govern- 
ment might have time toconsider the point. 
But if the hon. and learned Gentleman 
could not give such an undertaking 


he would be bouud to vote for the 
Amendment. 
Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorkshire W.R., 


Barkston Ash) said he should certainly 
support the Solicitor-General in the stand 
he had made. A strong attack had been 


made on the method of appointing 
magistrates, an attack which was 
absolutely unjustified, and a strong 
attack had been made on Lords-Lieuten- 
ant which also was unjustified. An 
interesting statement had been made 


by the hon. Member for South Glamorgan 
tothe effect that if it was made a little 
more easy for some of the gentlemen in 
whom he was interested to be made 
magistrates he would support the hon. 
and learned Gentleman. After that they 
would watch with great interest any ap- 
pointments to the magistracy in the 
constituency represented by the hon. 
Member. They had heard a good deal 
about integrity, and he would like to 
know whether the Party opposite were 
going to set an example of integrity in this 
matter. He hoped there was no truth in the 
statement that pressure was being brought 
to bear upon the Government to ap- 
point magistrates of a different character. 
Perhaps the most remarkable feature in. 
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the debate was the extraordinary dex- 
terity of various legal Members opposite. 
The speech of the hon. and learned 
Solicitor-General was in itself remarkable, 
but the speech of the hon. and learned 
Member for Mid Glamorgan was the most 
remarkable exhibition of skating over 
thin ice he had ever seen. The line 
taken by the hon. and learned Member 
was that it would be a mistake to take a 
division on this Amendment because a 
division would not record the true opinion 
of the Committee. Why not? He was 
going to record his opinion on the merits 
of the Amendment. He was totally 
opposed to it, and the hon. and learned 
Solicitor-General, he was glad to say, 
had also signified his intention of so 
doing. He hoped that the pressure 
from behind would not on this occasion 
he sutticiently severe to induce hon. 
Members to recede from that position. 
Another argument of the hon. and learned 
Member for Mid Glamorgan was that 
these elected gentlemen should not be 
made permanent magistrates because at 
some future time they might forfeit the 
support of those who placed them in 
their positions. 

EVANS: 


Mr. SAMUEL You 


quite wrong. 


are 


Mr. LANE-FOX: If the hon. and 
learned Gentleman did not say that he 
would like to know what his argument 
was. He also disavowed the attack the 
hon and learned Gentleman made on the 
personnel of the magistracy. This was 
a matter of considerable principle, and 
he was surprised that hon, Members 
Opposite were not more anxious to 
do something for their protéy, the 
chairman of the parish council, who 
was the one ewe lamb of a Radical Govern- 
ment of other years. The Committee 
ought to consider those who had taken 
part in the conduct of affairs before the 
magistrates and who wished to see the 
welfare of the bench preserved. They 
ought to take care that nothing they did 
impaired the position of the bench and 
prevented them from giving an unbiassed 
opinion on tke questions which came 
before them. The Government should 
insist that those appointed to the position 
of a magistrate should not be dependent 
on the vote of anyone. The object of 
the original property qualification was 
to secure men who were independent 
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of local feeling or favour and there- 
fore able to give a fair and unbiassed 
opinion. If the Committee thought they 
ought to abolish that qualification they 
ought not to go so far as to create magis- 
trates who might be dependent on the 
support of their fellows in that way. He 
certainly hoped hon. Members below the 
gangway would press this Amendment 
to a division in order that they might 
see whether hon. Gentlemen opposite 
were totally opposed to elected magis- 
trates. In_ holding 
did and working as strongly as they 
did for the welfare of the magisterial 
bench he and his friends were only doing 
what they thought was right, because 
they had sat upon the bench and were 
anxious to keep it in as creditable a 
position as possible. 


*Mr. BARNARD (Kidderminster) said 
he only intervened for a 
because he had put down an Amend- 


ment on the lines of that moved by | 


the hon. Member for South Glamorgan- 
shire. 
Amendment after a conversation 
the hon. and learned Solicitor-General, 
he had received no less than 123 letters 
from district councils 
view which he had adopted. He did 
not propose to follow Conservative 
speakers in their remarks as to a perma- 
ment bench. It was a mockery to say 
they were attacking individual lords-lieu- 
tenant, but they could not shut their 
eyes to the fact that very few middle-class 
Liberals and Radicals ever got on to the 
bench at all. Thesystem was this. The 
members of the bench considered who 
were suitable men and they suggested 
their names to the Lord-Lieutenant, who 
in his turn suggested them to the Lord 
Chancellor. That was all very well, 
but it practically resulted in a_par- 
ticular class of men being appointed 
to the bench to the exclusion of those 


who were perfectly entitled to be ap- | 


pointed. He hoped the Solicitor-General 
would be able to hold out some hope to 
the hon. Member for South Glamorgan- 
shire, because the present system did work 
most unfairly and to the disadvantage of 
those who occupied such positions as he 
himself occupied. 


*\Ir. MADDISON said that if this clause 
had any value at all it was for raising the 
question of elected magistrates. 


Mr. Lane- Fon. 


There 
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was much to be said both for and against 


that system. But it was quite obvious 
that the matter could not be left where 
this clause left it. He would therefore 
suggest to his hon. friend, after listening 
to the hon. Member for Barkston Ash, who 
was opposed altogether to the elective 
principle, that it would be more advanta- 
geous if he withdrew the clause and took 
an opportunity of raising the question 
on another occasion and in another way, 
when he would not be embarrassed as on 
the present occasion. What was the 
central principle which they defended in 
the country? It was that they were 
dissatisfied with the present system of 
appointing magistrates. He thought the 
hon. and learned Member for Kingston 
had marred an excellent speech by 


| attempting to show that the appointments 
| of lords-leutenant had given satisfaction 
'to both 
moment | 


Parties. It was deplorably 
notorious that there were benches almost 
entirely composed of one side of politics, 
He was not satisfied with the existing 
system, and, although he was not so 
much desirous of voting against the 
elective principle, he thought it was 
a matter which required very grave 
consideration. The great principle he 
Was anxious to secure was the removal 


trates, and he felt that that central 
principle would be jeopardised if they 
allowed this Bill to be encumbered with 
such a proposal as his hon. friend had 
moved, [Cries of “Why ?”] Because 
the division would be taken as a vote 


against the principle and as a declaration 


that the House of Commons was not in 
favour of something which it might 
otherwise be inclined to adopt. In polities 
he had painfully learned that one could 
not get all he wanted and when he 
wanted it. He urged his hon, friend 
opposite to get hold of a little bit and 
then to do his best to get the rest after- 
wards, 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, §.) be: 
lieved that the existing system of 


appointing magistrates worked most 
objectionably, and he trusted that the 
present Government would take strong 
and drastic measures to correct the 
obvious evils which through a_ long 
succession of Governments had arisen 
from the mode of appointment. 
The administration of justice re 
quired that the magisterial benches 
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should not possess a preponderance of | permanent magistrates, and he wished to 
one political Party. Personally he had | point out that his proposal was to make 
never felt congenial towards the elective temporary magistrates those who held a 
magistrate, but the present system was temporary office, and he submitted that 
a scandal, and the best way of getting | that proposition was in order. 

rid of a dangerous agitation was that 

bold and active executive action THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: This 
which he ventured to suggest was in| Amendment raises a different principle 
the power of the Government. He felt | from the last Amendment, and therefore 
some difficulty in agreeing to the elective | it is in order, 

magistracy as a permanency, because in 

the case of the election of a mayor one) *Mr, LUTTRELL said he was_pro- 
term of office would entitle him to become posing to allow men who had_ been 
a permanent magistrate. They all knew elected by their fellows to responsible 
the circumstances under which a man_ positions and who enjoyed _ public 
might be elected the mayor of a borough, confidence to become justices of the 
and it might happen that his one term of peace during their term of office. If it 
oftice would convince the people that they was admitted, as it must be admitted by 
ought not to have elected him. If the all candid men, that the magisterial 
mayor had served two or three terms of benches were too largely composed of one 
office that might give some assurance particular class, then it seemed to him 
that the people, after service, had deter-| that what he was proposing was a very 
mined that the man was fit to remain at fair way of remedying that state of 
the head of the municipality. The first things. His proposal was to allow the 
election of mayor was as a rule anexperi- | chairmen of parish councils to become 
ment, and if that experiment terminated | justices of the peace, and it was practically 
to the dissatisfaction of the people and | giving the parish councils power to 
the man lost their confidence, under select a magistrate. One of the great 
this Amendment that man would still for faults of the present system was 
all time be a magistrate. He did not that a large number of cases were 


think that was a reasonable proposal. looked at from one particular point 
; ved of view. With one particular class of 
Question put, and negatived. magistrates poaching was looked upon as 


an awful crime, whereas a magistrate who 
belonged to the labouring class might 
not look upon poaching as a very serious 
aati clause— : offence. He believed the benches would 

“ The chairman of a board of guardians and be more respected if they were drawn 


the chairman of a parish council shall, if other- | + ie en oo 
wise qualified, be by virtue of his office justice NOt SO Much Irom one Class, and py 


of the peace for the county in which the adopting his proposal they would 
union or parish is situate, in the same way as largely achieve that result. By adopting 
a chairman of a district council becomes a | the Amendment the Committee would 
justice of the peace.” . . as 
only be following the example of a 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.), on | country which was certainly not lacking 
apoint of order, asked whether in view of | in intelligence, namely, Scotland, where 
the fact that the clause just negatived pro- | chairmen of parish councils had for 
vided for “other like authorities,” this |some time been justices of the peace. 
Amendment was in order. He wished to | He thought the new clause was fair and 
know whether those words did not govern | reasonable and ought to have the support 
parish councils as well as boards of | of a Liberal Government. He brought 
| forward this question many years ago and 
/got a Bill which contained a proposal of 
Mr. STUART WORTLEY contended | this kind through its Second Reading, but 
that because the House had refused the | it went no further. On this occasion 
larger principle it ought not to be taken | they had an opportunity. They had a 
that they were not willing to accept the Liberal Government bringing forward a 
smaller principle. | Bill to amend the law relating to justices 
| of the peace, and if the Government were 
*Mr. LUTTRELL said that the Amend- | worthy of the name of Liberal it would 
ment just disposed of was one to make | thoroughly amend the law including the 


*Mr. LUTTRELL (Devonshire, Tavi- 


stock) proposed to move the following 


guardians, 
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point under discussion. He heard an 
hon. Member say something about 
“another place,” but he thought they 
would be a very poor sort of Liberals if 
they moulded their opinion upon what 
was said by noble Lords in another place. 
He intended to go toa division. 


Justice of the Peace 


New clause :— 

The chairman of a board of guardians 
and the chairman of a parish council, 
unless personally disqualified by any 
Act, shall be by virtue of his office justice 
of the peace for the county in which the 
district is situate, in the same way as 
a chairman of a district council becomes 
a justice of the peace.—( Mr, Luttrell.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


Sir W. ROBSON said he would not 
detain the Committee very long upon this 
clause, because he really stated upon the 
last clause what he had to say in reference 
to this one. He had done so specifically 
with the other clause which raised the 
same question in a different and he 
thought a better and more intelligible 
form. He had taken the opportunity 
on the last clause of dealing with the 
reasons why he should invite the Com- 
mittee not to accept this clause. His 
hon. friend had held up the fear 
of the report stage and of another place. 
He did not know that he was animated 
by any fear either of the report stage or 
of another place, but he took them into 
potential consideration. The question 
raised by this clause related more to 
appointment than to qualification, and if 
they were to deal with the question 
relating to appointment they would have 
to deal with it in a separate measure, in 
regard to which they would have to treat 
and discuss many things which were not 
germane to this question, Therefore he 
protested against any such principle or 
scheme being brought into the measure 
at all, because any one who had to face 
the programme of work which the House 
had before them would take note of the 
large amount of detailed business which 
awaited the consideration of the House 
on the various stages of the measure they 
had before them, and it would indeed 
be a bold Ministry who did not regard 
the work before them with some reason- 


Mr. Luttrell. 
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« 


able fear—he would not say craven fear 
—and apprehension. He could not give 
any promise or undertaking that. this 
question of elective magistracy should be 
dealt with in this session or in any session 
to come. He was not a member of the 
Cabinet, but only a very humble 
member of the Ministry; therefore 
he was not entitled to give any 
such undertaking, and he deprecated the 
introduction of this topic as one which was 
not wise in itself, and as one which was 
likely to damnify and endanger the 
prospect of carrying a really useful 
measure. He would not deal with 
the merits of this clause, but he 
would remind hon. Members who re- 
proached him that they appeared to have 
an inordinate appetite for discussions 
which were beyond the scope of the Bill, 
He had no such appetite, and nothing 
would induce him to ask the Committee 
to vote upon this clause upon its merits. 
That was not the ground upon which he 
refused to accept the clause. If the 
Committee desired to pass this Bill they 
must carefully restrict its scope, they 
must not include matters with which it 
did not deal, and they must refrain from 
introducing any large and _ striking 
principle which it did not contain. The 
reform dealt with was not a slight one 
and had long been delayed, and on the 
eve of achievement he did not wish to 
see it imperilled, 


*Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) said he was very grieved to 
hear the decision of the Solicitor-General 
in this matter. He had thought that 
after the waste of time in_ useless 
discussions and divisions they might 
have got something more substantial 
out of the Bill. The Bill as introduced 
was a useful one, but now they had a 
real opportunity of going one better. 
Hon. Members who lived in cities did not 
realise the responsibilities of chairmen of 
hoards of guardians and parish councils 
as did those who lived in the country. He 
urged the Government to make the little 
concession which was asked for and hoped 
they would not press the question to a 
division against those who supported 
the new clause. If they did, however, he 
hoped the hon. Member for Tavistock 
would press the matter to a division him- 
self. It was all very well to say they had 
the opportunity of raising this question 
on Tuesdays and Wednesdays when no 
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doubt they would get an expression of 
sympathy from the Minister concerned, 
but here they had an opportunity of 
obtaining real reform and he hoped hon. 
Members would support the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. CLEMENT EDWARDS (Den- 
bigh District) asked the Chairman, on a 
point of order, whether, if this Amend- 
ment were carried, it would not involve 
the appointment of women to the judicial 
bench inasmuch as a woman might hold 
the position of chairman of a board of 
guardians. 


THe CHAIRMAN: That is not a 
point of order; it is a point of con- 
struction. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 

FE.) said he rose to remind the hon. and 
learned Solicitor-General of a fact which 
might have escaped his recollection, viz., 
that the insertion of the chairman of 
the board of guardians as an es officio 
magistrate was only accidentally omitted 
from the Local Government Act of 1894. 
He knew that from the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Wolver- 
hampton who was in charge of the Bill. 
He suggested that if his hon. friend would 
withdraw from his clause “the chairman 
of a parish council” they might agree 
upon the matter. 


*Mr. DUNN (Cornwall, Camborne) 
urged that nothing could be better, both 
for the justices and for the parish coun- 
cils, than that the chairmen of parish 
councils should be during their year of 
ottice ex officio justices. We had in this 
country three municipal bodies—munici- 
pal corporations, urban district councils, 
and parish councils. Atthe present moment 


{2 May 1906} 


(Vo. 2) Bill. 626 


the chairmen of two of these bodies were 
ex officio justices, while the chairman of 
last named was not. By adopting the 
proposed clause the Committee would 
simply remove a disability which ought 
not to exist. 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.) said he could not vote with the hon. 
Member, and thought that hon. Mem- 
bers who were in favour of making 
chairmen of parish councils ex officio 
justices had no idea of the number of 
parishes in the country. In his own 
constituency he had no than 140 
parishes, and if the chairmen of the 
councils were made justices the bench 
would be swamped. 


less 


Mr. OHARA (Monaghan, N.) said that 
in Scotland the chairman of a parish coun- 
cil was a justice of peace, and he did not 
see why the least objection should be taken 
to the appoistiment of such chairmen in 
this country toa similar office. Scotland 
had not suffered in consequence of these 
appointments, and the people who occu- 
pied the position in England were surely 
inno way inferior to those in Scotland, 
He could not see why the proposal should 
not be accepted unanimously. He had 
had experience of a great many areas in 
Scotland since the Local Government Bill 
came into operation, and he knew of no 
more useful men in the capacity of 
magistrates than the chairmen of parish 
councils had been. He asked the hon. 
and learned Gentleman to accept the 
Amendment. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 59 ; 
Noes, 315. (Division List No. 66.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Agar-Robartes, Hon. T.C. 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barrie, H.T.(Londonderry, N.) 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Brace, William 

Byles, William Pollard 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clough, W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Corbett, 'T. L. (Down, North) 


Dillon, John 


Gill, A. H. 


Hodge, John 
Houston, 

Jenkins, J. 
Jowett, F. W. 


Craig, Captain James(Down, E. | King, Sir Henry Seymour(Hul!) 


Dalrymple, Viscount 


Duffy, William J. 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 


Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hazleton, Richard 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 


Robert Paterson 


Macpherson, J. T. 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks, H. H. (Kent) 
Meagher, Michael 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Grady, J. 

O'Hare, Patrick 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Radford, G. H. 

Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
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Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) | 
Scott, A.H. (Ashton-und.-Lyne | 
Seddon, J. 

Shackleton, David James 
Smith, F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Steadman, W. C. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood, RtHn.SirAlex.F. 
Adkins, W. Ryland 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hn.HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Aubrey-Fletcher, RKt.Hn Sir H. 
Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A.(Finsbury, I.) 
salearres, Lord 

salfour, Robert (Lanark) 
jarlow, John E. (Somerset) 
Barlow, Perey (Bedford) 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Beach, Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks 
Beauchamp, FE. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Beck, A. Cecil 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, JohnWilliams(Dev’np’rt 
Benn, W(T’wr Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, TT. H. D. 

3ertram, Julius 

Bethell, J.H.( Essex, Romford) 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W.( Bedfordshire 
Boland, John 

Bolton, T.D.(Derbyshire,N.E. ) 
Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Bramsdon, T. A. 

3ranch, James 

B.idgeman, W. Clive 

Brigg, John 

Brooke, Stopford 

3rotherton, Edward Allen 
Brunner, J. F. L. (Lanes., Leigh 
Bryce, Rt.Hn. James( Aberdeen 
3ryce, J.A. (Inverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, J. D. W. 

3urt, Rt. Hon Thomas 
Cairns, Thomas 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Causton, Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C. W. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Coats, SirT.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 





{COMMONS} 


Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Summerbell, T. 

Thomson W.Mitchell-(Lanark) | 
Toulmin, George 

Wardle, George J. 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) | 


NOES. 


Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett,CH (Sussex, E.Grinst’d) 
Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, Charles Curtis(Antrim,S. | 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randall 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Crossley, William J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, David (MontgomeryCo. 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, CharlesRamsay(Galw’y 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) | 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 
Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doughty, Sir George 
Duckworth, James 

Du Cros, Harvey 

Dunne, Major E. M. (Walsall) 


Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) | 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 


Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Faber, G. H. (Boston) 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Findlay, Alexander 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Forste:, Henry William 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West’ 
Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. 

Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashf’rd 





| Isaacs, 


| Kineaid-Smith, 
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Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr, 
Luttrell and Mr. Ramsay 
Macdonald. 


Harmsworth, Cecil B.(Wore’r) 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Hazle, Dr. A. E. 
Hedges, A. Paget 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Helmsley, Viscount 
Henderson, J.M.(Aberdeen,W.) 


| Hervey, F.W-.EF( Bury. Edin’ds 


Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hill, Henry Staveley (Staff’sh.) 


| Hobart, Sir Robert 


Hobhouse, Charles FE. H. 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Hooper, A. G. 

Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 


| Hudson, Walter 


Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Perey H. 

Rufus Daniel 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E, 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Captain 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester} 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J.M.(FalkirkB’ghs. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
MacVeigh, Charles( Donegal, E. 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 
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Magnus, Sir Philip 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Marks, G.Croydon( Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Massie, J. 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alfred 

Mond, A. 

Montagu, E. S. 

Montgomery, H. H. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 
Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) | 
Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, CharlesN.(Doncast’r 
Nicholson, Wm.G.(Petersfield) 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilk-nny) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, Philip 

O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paul, Herbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pearce, William (Limehouse) | 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) | 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 





Schedules agreed to, 


. . r | 
Motion made, and Question put, “ That 


the Chairman do report the 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Adkins, W. Ryland 
Agar-Robartes, Hon. T. C. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight 
Barker, John 

sarlow, John E. (Somerset) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beauchamp, E. | 
Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) | 
Beck, A. Cecil 


~ 


| Bertram, Julius 


| Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
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Pollard, Dr. | 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) | 
Price, RobertJohn (Norfolk, E.) | 
Priestley, W. E.B.( Bradford, E.) | 
Rainy, A. Rolland 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) | 
Rees, J. D. 

Renton, Major Leslie 

Richards, Thomas(W.Monin’th 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, S.(Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Sears, J. E. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


| Shipman, Dr. John G. 

| Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 

| Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
| Soares, Ernest J. 


Spicer, Albert 
Stanger, H. Y 


| Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh.) 


Starkey, John R. 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Sir Edward 


| Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
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Sullivan, Donal 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe} 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
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| Tillett, Louis John 
| Tomkinson, James 


Torrance, A. M. 
Ure, Alexander 


| Verney, F. W. 


Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, W. Dudley (Southam pt’n 
Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 


, Waterlow, D. S. 


Watt, H. Anderson 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williams, W. L. (Carmarthen) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 

Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Samuel 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


| Amendment to the House.” 


Bill without | Noes, 37. 


AYES. 


sellairs, Carlyon 
Benn, John Williams(Devonp’t 
Berridge, T. H. D. 


Bethell, J. H. (Essex, Romford) 


Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. (Bedfordshire 
Boland, John 

Bolton, T. D.(Derbyshire,N.E.) 
Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
srace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J. F. L. (Lancs.,Leigh 





Bryce, Rt. Hn James( Aberdeen 
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The Committee divided :—Avyes, 314; 
(Division List No. 67.) 


sryce, J. A. (Inverness Burghs) 
3uchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, J. D. W. 

3urt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cairns, Thomas 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Rt. HnRichard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckbam) 
Cleland, J. W. 
Clough, W._ 
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Clynes, J. R. 

Coats, SirT.Glen (Renfrew,W. ) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, SirWm.J(S.Pancras, W 
Corbett, CH (Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Crossley, William J. 

Davies, David (MontgomeryCo. 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, CharlesRamsay(Galw’y 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dillon, John 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major E. M. (Walsall) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Findlay, Alexander 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gardner, Col. Alan(Hereford,S. 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbert John 
Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hall, Frederick 

Halpin, J. 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E 

Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson, J.M.(Aberdeen, W. 








{COMMONS} 


Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hodge, John 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Hooper, A. G. 

Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H. 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M.(FalkirkB’ghs 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 
MacVeigh, Charles(Donegal,E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks, G.Croydon(Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Massie, J. 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem ,Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alfred 

Mond, A. 


Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. 8. 


Montgomery, H. H. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Napier, T. B. 

: Newnes, F. (Notts., Bassetlaw) 
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Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Ceci! William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

QO’ Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Doherty, Philip 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Grady, ‘J. 

O’Hare, Patrick 

O’ Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, W.H.M.(Suffolk, Eye) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central} 
Priestley, W.E.B.( Bradford, E. 
Radford, G. H 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Rees, J. D. 

Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards, Thor.1as(W.Monm’ th 
Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt'n 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robinson, §. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdor: 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

—— Walter 

Russell, W. 

Ruthe he bf H. (Brentford) 
Scarisbrick, ‘E 

Scott,A.H. nies under- Lyne 
Seddon, J. 

Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley, Hn. A.Lyulph(Chesh.} 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, ag Edward 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
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Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Theodore C.(Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Tillett, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, A. M. 

Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walsh, Stephen 





Williams, J. 
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Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke-upon-Trent 
Wardle, George J. 

Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
(Glamorgan) 
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Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williams, W. L. (Carmarthen) 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 

Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 





NOES. 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C. W. 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, CharlesCurtis(Antrim,S. 
Craig, CaptainJames(Down,E.) 


Faber, George 


Parkes, 





Bill reported, without Amendment ; 
to be read the third time upon Monday 
next. 


RESERVE FORCES BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 


LorpD BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley) said he desired to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman a Question as to the precise 
meaning of this clause. The Bill had 
heen before the House many years and 
had been strongly objected to by hon. 
Members now supporting the Govern- 
ment, owing largely, he thought, to this 
Clause 2. He wished to know why the 
right hon. Gentleman required for the War 
Otlice powers for the future which it did 
hot at present possess of transferring a 


man from one branch of the service to. 


another. Was it to be supposed that a 
man who had enlisted as an infantry man, 


Dalrymple, Viscount 
Doughty, Sir George 
Du Cros, Harvey 


Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
King, Sir Henry Seymour(Hu!l) 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Roberts, S.(Sheffield, Ecclesall) 


Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Smith, F.E.(Liverpool, Walton 
Starkey, John R. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

! Thomson, W.Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Denison (York) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Claude Hay and Mr. H. H. 
Marks. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HALDANE, Haddington) 
‘said this Bill was introduced by the 
‘Government of which the noble Lord 
Opposite was a member, and the reason 
for the clause was that under the Act of 
| 1852 if a man enlisted in a particular 
‘arm of the service and went into the 
Reserve he could only be called up to 
join the particular arm in which he had 
enlisted. The Bill was not retrospective, 
for those who had already enlisted would 
have that right still. The change was 
only with regard to the future, and the 
reason it was proposed was that when, 
during the South African War, they 
wished to call up certain cavalry regi- 
ments for remount purposes, they found 
they could not call them up except for 
cavalry purposes. 


Mr. WYNDHAM (Dover) said the 
Unionist Party could accept the clause 
and would be very pleased to see the 
Bill pass. 


Clause 2 and remaining clauses agreed 
to. 


3ill reported, without Amendment ; to 


for instance, was to be transferred to| be read the third time upon Monday 


some other arm ? 


next. 


Z 2 
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SEAMEN’S AND SOLDIERS’ FALSE 
CHARACTERS BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


Army 


(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1 :— 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) moved to report Progress. 


Motion made, ani Question proposed, 


and ask leave to sit again 


Hay.) 


Mr. HALDANE appealed to the hon. | 


Member not to take that course. He 
pointed out that this Bill was also a 
legacy of the late Government. 


{COMMONS} 


He | 


proposed what the late Government had | 
proposed, and desired to carry out the | 


proposals they 
as the late Government proposed to 
carry them out. It was a Bill of the 


simplest character, and contained, he 
believed, no controversial elements. As 
the law stood there was no remedy 


against a man who forged the character 
of a soldier or seaman, save that to be 
obtained by the cumbrous procedure 
of common law. In the case of servants 
there was a remedy, and the late Govern- 
ment took the view that a remedy should 
be provided in this case. 
the Bill was simply to bring these cases 
under summary jurisdiction. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY asked leave to 


withdraw his Motion. 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That the Clause stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY said in 
opinion the penalties to be inflicted for | 
forging a man’s character were far too | 
light. A penalty of three months im- | 
prisonment for falsifying the character 
of a soldier or a sailor was much too 
little. These documents were the only 
documents in the possession of a man 
who had served his country well, with 
which he could go into the open 
market and obtain employment in civil 
life. If once any doubt was cast upon 
the true value of those documents— 
if once the employers doubted their 


desired in the same way | 


| when 
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accuracy —an additional penalty was 
inflicted on the man who had served 
in the Navy or Army. Under these 
circumstances he thought there ought to 
be a much more drastic penalty for this 
crime if it was at all prevalent, and as to 
that no one could give better informa- 
tion than the right hon. Gentleman in 


charge of this Bill. 


* Mr. GEORGE FABER said that in 


, that | the case of so serious a crim » Bi 

“That the Chairman do report Progress | ~~ * erious a crime, the Bill 

—(Mr. Claude | ie 
( | sufficient. 


provided a penalty which was quite in- 
Forgery was one of the most 
serious crimes in this country, and the 
reason why the Bill had been blocked 
year after year by the Party opposite 
in Opposition must have been 
because the penalty was so inadequate. 


And, it being a quarter past Eight of 
the Clock, further proceeding was_post- 
poned without Question put pursuant to 
Standing Order No. 4 


ARMY RECRUITING. 
Major SEELY (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby) rose to call attention to the 
question of recruiting for and the present 


establishment of the Regular Army, and 


The object of | 


to move “ That under the present system 
large numbers of men are recruited for 
the Regular infantry who cannot become 


| efficient soldiers, while at the same time 
it is found difficult to obtain the number 


| He 


placed on the Estimates, and that, in the 
opinion of this House, an amendment of 
the existing system is urgently required.” 
sail that he moved the Resolution 
with a deep feeling of responsibility, 
because he submitted that the present 
'system was ill adapted to our needs 


‘and added greatly to the sum of human 


his | 





| 





misery. What did they do when they 
| tried to recruit to the Army? When 
a man had to make his choice of 


'a profession it might well be that he 
suffered some misfortune, and at that 
moment the State stepped in and took 
him very often as a recruit for the Army 
without his full sanction. He had con- 
fined his Motion largely to the Regular 
infantry. He wished to state that ex 
knew many men who had served 1 

that force with great credit to shone 
and to the Army. His Motion princi 
pally referred to another class who had 
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not and could not become efficient 
soldiers. They were enlisted in an un- 


dignified manner. Recruiting officers 
endeavoured to attract men who were 
hungry and because they were hungry, 
and the men signed on for a number of 
years owing to their then circum- 
stances, whereas, if they had had proper 
time to think over the matter, they 
would probably not have adopted a 
military career. Those unwilling soldiers 
did not add to the strength of the Army. 
In regard to this question, he would not 
deal so much with the disastrous effects on 
the Army itself as with the social results, 


This undignified method of entrapping | 


men having been adopted, let the House 
consider whether there was any justifica- 
tion for the allegation that there were in 
the Army, owing to the system of service 
and the prospects held out, large numbers 
of unwilling soldiers. The annual report of 
the Army was very sad reading. He asked 
hon. Members to consider for a moment 


the case of men who left the Army within 


A soldier 


three months of joining it. 


could be of no use for defending 
India or other garrison service until 
he had served four or five years, 


Those who left in three months proved 
that they were unwilling soldiers. The 
penalties for desertion were heavy, and 
no man would face them unless he 
was very dissatisfied with the service, 
and the actual punishment for desertion 
debarred a soldier from employment in 
the future, because he lost that exemplary 
character which was essential if he was 
to be an efficient servant of the State 
after he had left the Army. Last year 
more than one in every ten of the men 
in the regular Army, or 107 per 1,000, 
left the Army for various causes such as 


desertion, dismissal, or purchase within | 


three months of joining. He had com- 
pared those figures with the police force, 


in which he found that approximately only | 


one in forty left within three months 
of joining the force. 
this great discrepancy? There was 
one illuminating page in the document 
to which he had referred giving the 
number who had become non-eftective 
before three years were up. Out of 
28,000 men enlisted three and a half years 


ago, no fewer than 9,000 had become 
non-effective before completing three 
years service. If one considered the 


money cost of those men, it would be 
seen what an absurd system it was 
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!under which the State enlisted 9,000 
men and spent £100 a year upon each, 
and afterwards found that they had 
never been of the least use. With 
regard to crime in the Army, it was not 
like crime in civil life, because it was 
crime under the particular code of laws 
under which the soldier served. He had 
often thought it would be a good thing 
if soldiers were placed under the ordinary 
law. Although many of the soldiers’ crimes 
were mostly moral delinquencies, the 
effects were the same, because a soldier 
lost his good character by going to prison. 
How many went to prison from the 
infantry? He had found that a little 
more than one in every twenty of the 
Regular infantry at home went to prison 
every year. When they reflected that 
going to prison meant not only suffering 
imprisonment, but also a loss of character, 
hon. Members would see that there 
was some justification for the words 
he had used that the present system of 
recruiting added more to the sum of 
| human misery than any other organisa- 
}tion in the body politic. He had 
| denounced this system on many occasions 
and he denounced it again that night. It 
might be asked what was the particular 
vicious principle which was the cause of 
|these evils. They might inquire why 
| one in every twenty should go to prison 
| every year when in the case of the Metro- 
politan Police only one in 12,000 went 
to prison each year. Why should there 
be this extraordinary discrepancy ? The 
reason was that we had unwilling 
soldiers, and that was owing to the fact 
that we had a method of recruiting 
which was unknown to any other country 
in the world or to any other service in 
this country. We took a man just when 
he should be looking out for a profession 
or a trade, and enlisted him into some- 
thing which was neither the one thing nor 
the other. Nothing which the infantry 
soldier learned was of any use to him in 
civil life. Attempts had been made to 
teach the soldier a real trade, but they 
had not been successful. It was his belief 
‘that we should never have the Army 
‘we needed until the Army was made a 
profession and career for every man who 
joined it. The voluntary Army of 
America cost nearly £300 or £400 
per man, and out of a population 
nearly double that of this country 
America had an Army immeasurably 
smaller than ours. All other countries 
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39 
had conscript armies, where every man 
had to serve, and each man suffered 
the disability of being withdrawn from 
civil employment for a fixed period of 
years. Every other country provided 
a career for the soldiers. If hon. Mem- 
bers put themselves in the place of an 
inhabitant of another planet, looking at 
this question de vo, they would find that 
in this island postal telegraphists, police- 
men, marine men and the men in the 
Navy all had a life career given to them, 
and their future was assured. But in the 
Army alone the State took men when it 
suited its purpose, and afterwards threw 
the men back upon the labour market like 
a squeezed lemon. It wasa ridiculous and | 
a wrong system, and it was wasteful of | 
money, because the men who were 
supposed to be ready for active service | 
were not ready. He did not think it 
would be an easy thing for the Secretary | 
of State for War to send one single 
battalion of troops abroad without calling | 
up the reserves except at such a low 
strength that it would be ridiculous to 
send it out at all. The system was far 
more wasteful in regard to human | 
happiness and health. Of all the different | 
occupations which the State exacted from 
its children, the Army was the one which | 
took most out of the men. Therefore the 
Army was the first of all occupations in 
which the State should be careful to take 
men of the best character and to give them | 
a life career. He believed that the only 
solution was that the State must absolutely | 
abandon this system of enlisting men at 
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the age of seventeen or eighteen for | 
seven years, and then throwing them 


back upon the labour market without a 
pension. He was convinced that this | 
system added to the evil of unemployment, | 
and could not produce an efficient Army. | 
The State 'must enlist men as it enlisted | 
the police and the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary or other public employment. — It 
must enlist men of full age who would 
be ready after a few months service to 
proceed to those foreign stations for which 
they were required. As to length of ser- 
vice, he did not desire to say anything) i 
beyond stating that it was essential, in 
view of danger to health of the occupation | 
of a soldier, and of the impossibility of | 
teaching him a trade, to give him a life | 
career, and employment or pension, or | 
both. The Secretary of State for War | 
might say that this would add to the cost | 


of the Army, and that he had a dread of | 


Major Seely. 
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increasing the pension list. He wished to 
urge that during many years past various 
Secretaries of State, in order to satisfy 


so-called economists who always wished 
to see the greatest number of men 


at the smallest amount of cost, had 
sacrificed the happiness and welfare of 
thousands of men. By this system the 
War Office must of necessity enlist men 
whom they knew could never become 
eflicient soldiers. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Croydon had 
said that this method of enlisting men 
must come to an end if we were to have 
an effective Army. Although he differed 
from subsequent suggestions of the 
right hon. Gentleman, at that point he 
was at one with him. So longas the State 


continue to entrap men into the Army, 


and then throw them back upon the 
labour market, a very heavy responsibility 
rested upon it. He believed this was 
an unfair and a mean thing on the part of 
the State. One could hardly look into 
the newspapers any day without seeing 
an account of some soldier being found in 
the workhouse, after having served his 
country faithfully. Frequently soldiers 
committed a crime in order to leave the 
Army. Therefore it was necessary to put 
an end to that state of thing, to assimi- 
late the Army to other State employment, 
and to give a soldier a life career. This 
was the true Army reform, because the 
present system was the root of the trouble. 
It was necessary to look not only at the 
military force they would exert but also 
at the effect the system would have upon 
the bod iV politic, For these reasons he 
commended his Resolution to the House, 


believing that the arguments he had 
urged were almost unanswerable. The 


evil was great, and he hoped that some 
amendment might be made in the present 
system which would at least provide a 
happy, efficient, and contented Army. 


Mr. GUEST (Cardiff District), in 
seconding the Motion, said he was 
very glad that his hon. and gallant 


friend had raised this question of recruit- 
ing, because upon it hinged the whole 
problem of the Army and_ military 
organisation and preparation. The mover 
of the Motion had alluded to the social 
side of our present military system, and 
the way in which recruits were obtained. 
He proposed to look at the military side 
of the problem, because he contended 
that that was not less affected than the 
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social side. Everyone agreed that their 
object ought to be to devise, if possible, 
the most economical and the most 
eflicient military system. What about 
economy? At present the Army cost 
this country £30,000,000 a year, and it 
cost the taxpayers of India another 
£22,000,000 a year. Our military 
system was the most expensive in the 
whole world. One would expect, seeing 
that relatively we had a small Army, 
that we should have with such a vast 
expenditure very great efficiency, but we 
did not get it. The efficiency of the 
Army was prevented and _ interfered 
with principally in two ways. In the 
first place, a great many men in the Army 
were immature and could not be used 
either for garrison duty in India or for 
campaigning. But beyond that there was 
a great waste going on. The present 
practice in the Army was to take men 
at least two years under the age at which 
they could serve in India or ina campaign. 
As the authorities had adopted in the 
past the system of seven years with 
the Colours, it was obvious that two- 
sevenths of the force at any moment was 
in a state of immaturity and could not 
be relied upon for any practical purposes. 
Apart from that immaturity, there was 
the waste. The Annual Report of the 
Army showed that the waste in 
1904, exclusive of those who went to 
the Reserve, amounted to 30,000 men. 
Perhaps he ought to deduct from this 
total the 6,000 men who completed their 
engagement. Those figures showed a net 
waste of 24,000 men in the year 1904. 
In 1905 the waste was as bad as in 
1904, there being a net loss of over 
20,000. That was a very serious thing. 
Surely this very costly system should at 
least give some efficiency and some 
guarantee against such a tremendous loss 
from immaturity and other causes. He 
believed the size of the Army was re- 
sponsible for the great loss. Every 
soldier cost the country £100 a year, and 
the size and cost were in direct relation. 
But the size and efficiency of the Army 
were also in direct relation, because so 
long as we enlisted men who were 
not at the moment of value as a 
military power and who could never 
become of any use, so long would 
the system continue to be extravagant 
and wasteful. Therefore, if there was to 
be any satisfactory reform in the Army, 
it must take the direction of the reduc- 
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tion of the size of the Army and an 
extension of the period for which the 
men served. The normal period now 
was seven years with the Colours and 
five with the Reserve. If one took 
150,000 infantry of the line, which was 
approximately their present force, and 
assumed that they served on the basis 
of seven years with the Colours and five 
with the Reserve, it would be found 
that theoretically we should require 
21,500 recruits. If the period with 
the colours were nine years instead 
of seven it would be found that a 
similar force could be maintained by 
16,500, or a difference of 5,000 recruits. 
It was obvious therefore that the longer 
the War Office made the term of service 
the smaller they made the demand on the 
recruiting market. It seemed to him that 
on the acceptance of that fact must rest 
to a great extent any Improvement in 
the status and quality of the recruits. Of 
course it would be said that the system of 
nine years with the colours, leaving only 
three years in the Reserve, gave very 
much too small a Reserve. He observed 
that the Reserve on the nine years system 
was only 49,000 as against 107,000 on the 
other side, but what was there in the 
period of twelve years which was so 
sacred’? Why was it that the system of 
Reserve service should be confined rigidly 
to twelve years? Why not fifteen years 
service! With a fifteen years service, 
soldiers would serve nine years with the 
colours and six with the Reserves, and 
we should get 99,000 Reservists against 
107,000, and the number of recruits would 
remain the same—that was to say, 16,500. 
It seemed to him that if the Secretary of 
State for War was to improve the quality 
of his Army he would be obliged to accept 
as a permanency a period of nine years 
with the colours. He did not know that 
nine years with the colours was intended 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Croydon to be permanent, but if im- 
provement was to be made the longer 
period of service with the colours would 
have to be definitely adopted. This 
applied to the present force, but some 
hon. Members hoped very strongly that 
the Secretary of State for War would see 
his way to reduce the sum total of the 
force borne on the Estimates. Was that 
reduction possible ? He thought it was. 
Where should the reduction take place ? 
Was it to be by a reduction at home or 
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take theshape of a reduction in the number 
of battalions. It seemed clear that anyone 
who believed in the doctrine of the blue 
water school, or any doctrine of that kind, 
would take the view that the require- 
ments for the defence uf our shores from 
invasion would permit us to effect a very 
considerable reduction in the home force. 
If they could reduce the infantry of the 
Line by 50,000 men, mainly from the 
home establishment, so that they had only 
to provide 100,000 instead of 150,000 
men, and if they adopted the principle 
of nine years with the colours and_ six 
years with the Reserve, they would 
only need 11,000 recruits annually. 
There would then be a probability of a real 
improvement in the class of recruits re- 
ceived, and if they went further and gave 
a pension after long service then he 
thought they might with confidence 
expect to get men at twenty vears of age 
of high character, who would not desert, 
and who would not have to be put in 
prison. His point was that if we had 
a smaller Army and a longer period of 
service with that colours we would be 
able to get a better class of recruits, and 
to get rid of those men whom we must 
enlist now, although the recruiting 
sergeants and medical officers knew that 
they would never be of any value to the 
State as a military asset. What would 
become of the linked battalion system if 
we were to have a smaller Army ? 
It was clear that the equipoise, which was 
something like a fiction at present, would 
be totally destroyed. The — system 
called in War Office circles “On short 
tour,” by which the force serving in the 
Mediterranean were supposed to be on 
the home establishment, might be said tu 
have saved the face of the linked 
battalion equipoise in the past, but if 
there was a turther considerable reduction 
of the battalions in England, it seemed to 
him that no extension of the system of 
counting South Africa or any other place 
abroad as a home station would enable the 
War Office to keep up the linked battalion 
equipose. That would disappear, and he 
did not know but that it would be a very 
good thing. It had been a_ greater 
stumbling block to successive Secretaries 
of State than almost anything else, The 
linked battalion system would, under 
these conditions, have to go altogether, 
and we should have to rely on the 
depot system; but the number of drafts 
would be much smaller. It would then 


Mr, Guest. 
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not be a long step to a long-service Army, 
He did not know whether the Secretary 
of State was prepared to take that step, 
but it was the logical outcome of the 
considerations which the _ recruiting 
problem had forced upon the minds of 
those who had given it a great deal of 
attention. Surely there was a_priiu 
He thought 
the Secretary of State should at least 
undertake to show why this was an 
impossible system. Its frank adoption 
would be an enormous economy. A 
reduction of one-third of the Army in all 
its branches must mean a similar reduc- 
tion in its cost, or a saving on the 
estimated cost of the Army next year, 
exclusive of auxiliaries, of £9,000,000, and 
it would only need a sum of £4,000,000 
properly and wisely spent on the 
development of the Militia to enable 
us to count on a good and_ efficient 
second line of defence. Of course 
there was the question of pensions. 
One thing was certain-—India would be 
prepared to pay her share. Further, 
there would be a much smaller number 
of men coming out of the Army than 
under the present system, and those men 
might, to a great extent, be absorbed into 
Government employment. If those two 
facts were considered, the difficulty 
of pension of which so much was made as 
against a long-service Army would be 
found to be greatly exaggerated. He was 
glad to be associated with his hon. and 
gallant friend in this matter, and he 
hoped the House would see its way to 
support the Motion, for beyond doubt on 
the question of;recruiting the whole pos- 
sibilities of any efficiency and economy 
depended. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That under the present system large 
numbers of men are recruited for the 
regular infantry who cannot become 
etticient soldiers, while at the same time 
it is found difficult to obtain the number 
placed on the Estimates ; and that, in the 
opinion of this House, an amendment ot 
the existing system is urgently required. 
——( Major Seely.) 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Croydon) 
remarked upon the fact that when such a 
subject as this, which was of vital 
importance, and which affected expendi- 
ture perhaps more than any other 
question discussed this session, Was 
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brought before the House it excited the 
interest of Members to a markedly less 
degree than many questions which 
appeared, to him at least, to be of slight 
importance. He was vlad that the hon. 
and = gallant Member for the Aber- 
cromby Division had given the House 
an opportunity of discussing a problem 
which he truly said was at the 
foundation of a great part, at all events, 
of the whole Army problem, for he was 
interested to hear how soon and 
how close the hon. 
his seconder had come to the 
view he had always maintained, 
and which he believed to offer the 
solution of the Army problem. He 
would not, however, 
versial matters. 
say a few words on the 
hecause for 
connected with the War Department, 
but because for twenty-five years he had 
heen a very close student of the question 
of recruiting and had endeavoured to 
make himself acquainted with the 
problem not only as it appeared on 
paper, but also in flesh and blood. He 
hoth agreed ani disagreed with the hon. 
and gallant Member. He did not agree 
that there was a failure to obtain the 
number of recruits required ; but he did 
agree that the system under which they 
were obtained and the method by which 
they were applied were capable of a great 
deal of amendment. Some main facts in 
regard to recruiting were not understood 
as they ought to be. Quantity we had, 
but quality we had not ; and we were not 
applying what we had in the most eco- 
nomical and effective manner. The state- 
ment that there was a falling offin recruit- 
ing last vear required ¢ great qualification. 
The total falling off during the vear end- 
ing December 31st, 1905, was 4,600 men; 
but that was compared with the largest 


recruiting year ever experienced in time | 
of peace, and when it was remembered | 


that the recruiting in the latter year 


was accompanied by the largest number of | 


rejections for unfitness ever experienced 
they would probably have the view 
which he entertained that the past 
year was one of the most profitable 
recruiting years known. The hon. 
Member for Carditf 

the lamentable waste of men. 


young soldiers who ought never to have 
been enlisted. Last year the Army 


{2 May 1906} 


Gentleman and | 


enter into eontro- | 
He himself wished to | 
matter, not | 
a short time he had been | 


had spoken of | 
A very | 
large proportion of that waste was in | 
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refused to take those men. There was a 
screwing up of the terms of physical 
qualification such as had never been 
known before, and the result was that 
during the summer months there was a 
very marked reduction in the number 
of results attested owing to this 
raising of the physical standard. He 
ventured now to prophesy that that 
action would be followed by a smaller 
amount of waste from the Army in sub- 
/sequent years than there had been for 
many along day. His experience went 
back to the Admiralty as well as to the 
War Office, and he well remembered that 
when they introduced the enforcement of 
characters for the Royal Marines—a step 
afterwards followed in the Army, though 
perhaps not so rigidly as in the Navy— 
the rejections in the Royal Marines fell 
90 per cent. in six months and he was 
‘quite confident that if they extended 
that plan of increasing the rejections 





‘before the men got into the ranks 
they would have far fewer rejections 


from the Army and far less expenditure. 


Did the House realise how many men 
were really giving military service to 
the Crown? At the present time no 
fewer than 960,000 were serving and 
drawing pay, directly or indirectly, from 
| this country every year for service in the 
Navy, Army, Militia, Volunteers and 
| the Royal [rish Constabulary, and_ this 
in time of peace. It constituted a 
tremendous draft on the population 
of the country, and if it were the case 
that it could not be made to meet 
the actual need then the House would 


have to consider very carefully 
the proposition which had been so 
often urged on them of compulsory 


service, which he for his part devoutly 
‘hoped might long be postponed and 


| indeed altogether avoided. In 1904 the 
actual number of men raised for the 
Army and Militia was 77,335. If he 


deducted from that the men who passed 
from the Militia to the Regular Army, 
the net result would be about 63,000 
i'men. How many men did we want ? 
A very simple answer could be given. 
The hon. Member for Cardiff had trulysaid 
‘that the longer the period of service the 
smaller the demand for recruiting. But 
he only indieated very briefly, and by 
implication only, that to have a purely 
Army would _ necessitate 
Army also under 


| long-service 
a short-service 
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another name. 
a short-service Army or they might 
call it a Militia, as they pleased. The 
hon. Member had asked why we could 
not have a purely short-service Army ; 
He would tell him. On the basis of 
the Army as it now stood they would 
not have enough to mobilise in time 
of war, much less to supply the waste 
of war when it had begun. If 
they reduced the quantity of the 
Army, 
to an absolutely negligible amount, and 
therefore it was necessary to have some 
other source from which to supply the Re- 
serve. If they increased the length of 
service from two to three years they 
would have a large margin of recruits 
available, and if they increased the 
number of long-service battalions they 
would diminish the demand for recruits. 
At present there were enough to meet 
the real demands for the battalions in 
India. Under the long-service system 
110 to 120 men were required annually 
for each battalion there. Under our 
present system that demand was enor- 
mously exaggerated. To furnish 104 
long-service battalions and seventy-one 
short service with two years training, 
there were required 19,600 men for short 
service and 12,000 for long service. If 
the service were for three years, the 
number required would be 12,000 long 
and 13,150 short service, or 4,600 less 
than the recruits actually taken for 
the Regular Infantry alone in 1904. Thus 
without impinging on the Militia they 
would on the basis of two years short 
service with their present recruiting 
strength obtain the whole number re- 
quired with the exception of 4,000 men, 
while if they increased the length of the 
service from two to three years they 
would have a large margin of recruits 
available. There was an ample recruiting 
reserve at present if only our resources 
were properly utilised. The difficulty 
was not the number but the quality of 
the recruits, and that was mainly a ques- 
tion of how they dealt with the men they 
had got. The terms of service were not 
the trouble. The Army now was a very 
good career while the man was serving. 
The pay was high, the feeding good, and 
the conditions under which the soldier 
lived were excellent. But they had 
to face the fact that we were not getting 
for the expenditure all that the 
country had a right to demand. It 
Mr, Arnold-Forster. 


{COMMONS} 
They might call it! 


they would reduce the Reserve | 





Recruiting. 648 


was not a radical revolution that was 
required at all. There were a great 
many men serving the country in 
other branches of the Army who were 
entirely satisfied with the terms they 
obtained, and there were excellent 
men filling those branches. Moreover, 


'they could obtain men for the Navy, 


‘for the Royal Marines, for the con- 
stabulary and the police on terms 
which, so far as money went, were 


not greatly superior to those which were 
offered to the infantry of the Line. 
But there were other considerations 
which deserved the consideration of the 
Secretary of State. He would warn him 
against too literally accepting the opinions 
of officers on one point. There was no 
army inthe world where the association 
between officers and men was closer 
or the feeling better than in our own ; but 
he believed that the officers, by reason of 
living so long in contact with one state of 
things, were slow to recognise how the 
world was changing outside the ranks of 
the Army, and were sometimes prone to 
give advice which, if accepted, would 
make us slow in altering the conditions 
of Army service to keep pace with the 
conditions of civil life The barrack accom- 
modation was bad. Improvement there 
had been, but it was in no way commensu- 
rate with the expenditure. He regretted 
that the right hon. Gentleman had sus- 
pended the experiment which he desired 
to see tried of building barracks designed 
by the Director of Barrack Construction, 
the same architect who designed the 
great Rowton houses. Then there was 
the question of improving the amenities 
of barrack life. He had seen recruits 
examined and tested, numbers of men and 
boys standing stripped for an hour in one 
room. There was probably no class of 
society in which a man or boy, on enter- 
ing on his career, would like to find 
himself associated for an hour under 
those circumstances, with a number of 
strange men and boys. Steps were 
taken immediately to alter the practice. 
That was one of the small things 
which effected outside views of — the 
position of the soldier. He believed 
it might be possible to allow old 
soldiers to live in their own homes or in 
lodgings instead of in barracks, but in the 
interests of discipline this would not be 
reasonable for boys or young soldiers. 
But probably the most important matter 
of all was the employment of soldiers 
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on discharge. That was the great key of 
the problem. What a man wanted when 
he went into the Aimy was not the chance 
of charity but the assurance of employ- 
ment. The thing could be done, but in 
one way only. He believed that by 
reducing the number of men who were 
taken for long service, by extending the 
period of service, and by giving to the 
men who had engaged for long service 
the opportunity of prolonging — their 
career in the Army at home, by retain- 
ing them for the instruction of those who 
had engaged for a period not so long, 
they would go far to solve this problkm. 
He believed the problem was not an 
insoluble one. It was not a question 
of numbers. It was a question of dealing 
with the men when they had them, 
and of appropriating them to the purposes 
for which they were required. He had 
said that the greatest difficulty of all was 
the want of employment at the end of 
a soldier's service with the colours. But 
he was not sure that the attitude of 
the House was not a still greater 
difficulty. He had always felt that it 
was lamentable that the Army should 
be spoken of in the House as it very 
often was. They too often heard it 
talked of as a sort of necessary evil, 
a thing to be tolerated and accepted 
because they could not for the moment 
get rid of it, but he had very seldom— 
well, he would not say very seldom, but 
he had not always—heard it talked of as 
what he believed it to be—one of the most 
important branches of service in the 
country. He could not express to the 
House the sense he had always felt, in 
dealing with Army matters, of the 
difficulty created by the want on 
the part of hon. Members of sympathy 
for the Army as a great service. He 
believed nothing did the Army more 
harm than the refusal to give it the 
same appreciation and sympathy and 
good will that was accorded to the Navy. 
He believed the Army was worthy of 
that sympathy and good will; and, if 
they could have a new and happier tone 
imparted into discussions about the 
personnel of the Army under the right 
hon, Gentleman the Secretary of State 
for War, he believed it would be repaid 
over and over again. If they made the 
service popular he believed _ their 
ditticulties would vanish, and that the 
Army would be cheaper, more easily 
recruited, and more effective in war. 
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THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HALpDANne, Haddington): I 
think the right hon. Gentleman who has 
just sat down takes a somewhat too 
gloomy view of the attitude of the House 
of Commons towards the Army. I know 
there are many, and there always will be 
many, who chafe under the burden and 
the curse of war. But they recognise 
that the Army is there, not through any 
fault of its own, but through the defects 
of human nature ; and so long as those 
defects exist, and so long as it is necessary 
to make provision for national defence, 
then our Army is a thing of which we 
ought, in so far as we can, to be proud. 
That being so, I believe that this debate 
illustrates a growth in healthy tone 
as regards the Army. Nobody who has 
listened to the speeches could fail to be 
conscious of the recognition on all hands 
of the great fact that there is a large 
social problem connected with the Army. 
You cannot have and maintain a body of 
men so enormous as this in your midst, 
sending out from itself discharged soldiers 
and taking in men who are to become 
soldiers, without its profoundly affecting 
the health and well-being of the social 
organism. And, therefore, the mainten- 
ance of the level of the common soldier 
is something which concerns us not 
merely as interested in military affairs, 
but as interested in the social health of 
the nation at large. Iwas very glad to 
recognise in every speech that has 
been made a growing consciousness, | 
think it is, of that fact. We all feel that 
it is an obligation, not merely of policy, 
but of conscience, to try to make the lot 
of the soldier better than it is. We all 
respond to the appeal of the right hon. 
Gentleman and to the appeals which fell 
from the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
and the hon. Member who sits behind 
him. We all feel the force of those 
appeals—that we should address our- 
selves to the task of trying to make the 
career of the private who enters the 
Army a better one than it is at the 
present time. It is quite true that 
the system which we possess is dis- 
organised in many respects and chaotic. 
It is quite true that a man who is taken 
into a very searching employment at 
eighteen and kept until he is twenty-seven 
and then sent out to search for civil 
employment competes at a disadvantage, 
and that we owe it to him that we should 
do everything in our power especially to 
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under so deep a national obligation. 
Therefore, I was glad to see in all the 
speeches the recognition of that obligation 
as regards employment. ‘There is no 
doubt that progress, substantial pro- 
gress, is being made in that direc- 
tion. Much remains yet to be done. 
We have a Committee sitting at the 
War Office just now upon this subject, 
and the information which it is collecting 
is useful and valuable information. But 
I think the main discoveries are rather 
that there is much to be done than that 
all things have been accomplished that 
are to be accomplished. There has been 
the want of organisation, the want of an 
attempt to bring into harmony the con- 
ditions of life and service of the soldier 
with the conditions of life and service 


into the Reserve. These questions are 
open. There is one method to which 
allusion has been made to-night which is 
of importance. I mean the chance that 
there is of teaching to the soldier some 
sort of trade. That is a thing which we 
have never taken up. It has been done in 
the Navy. Anybody who goes on board a 
training ship, anybody who has been on 
board the “Vernon,” for instance, is 


familiar with the spectacle of the naval. 
'am going to take from October Ist, 1904, 
often it is, electrical theory and the. 


officer teaching the sailors, it may be, very 


application of electrical theory to practice, 
and the result is that when the sailor 
leaves the Navy he becomes a person who 
is sought after for employment as an 
electrician, as a chauffeur, or whatever it 
may be. This systematic process of 
teaching is not so easy in the Army. In 
the first place, most of the time of the 
young recruit requires to be devoted to 
the perfecting of himself in his military 
education. But then, after that, he is 
moved ; he goes abroad, he is constantly 
being shifted, and it is not easy to get 
that large amount of training that one 
could desire in those branches of special 
knowledge. But the thing is possible, 
and a commencement has been made. I 
am glad to think that the indications are 
all that this will increase, that the begin- 
nings already accomplished will be carried 
further, so that I am not without hope that 
substantial progress may be made in the 
teaching to the soldier of something which 
may enable him the better to seek for em- 
ployment when he passes into the Reserve. 


Mr. Haldane. 


{COMMONS} 


assist him on whom we rely and have to | Then there is another topic which was 
rely for so much, and to whom we are | 
and also by other speakers. 


state of recruiting. 
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taken up by the right hon. Gentleman 
That is the 
They pointed to 
the figures, which, I admit, although 
I think they have been somewhat 
unduly magnified to-night, show the 
state of recruiting, and they said, 
“The state is very — significant ; 
recruiting is falling off; people do not 
care to come into the Army as they did 
before.” The right hon. Gentleman 
afterwards made some criticism upon 
the figures given and the arguments 
used, which, I think, were not 
without force. It is quite true that 
recruiting for the infantry of the 
Line has fallen off very much, but then it 
is plain, when you look at the statistics, 
that it is because recruiting for every other 


}arm has gone up, and it will be found 
when he passes from the Regular ranks | 


when the time comes for closing down the 
recruiting for other arms that the recruit- 
ing for the Line is very much what it was 
in the past if not a little better. I have 
here some figures which have not yet been 
published, giving the results of recruit- 
ing according to the weekly Returns up to 
date. The House is in possession of the 
Report, to which reference has been made, 
giving the figures up to the end of 
September last, but the figures I am 
going to refer to are since then. | 


to April 21st, 1905, and compare that 
with October Ist, 1905, to April 2lst, 
1906. Taking that period last year 
the recruiting for the infantry was 14,422. 
The recruiting for all arms was 21,437. 
Taking the same period in 1905-6, the 
recruiting for the infantry shows the 
very serious falling off of nearly 3,000. 
It fell to 11,444. But the reeruiting for 
all arms, including infantry, rose to 21,611, 
as against 21,437 in the previous year. 
That is due to the desire to enter the 
cavalry and artillery in preference to the 
infantry, those two being always the 
rather more popular and slightly better- 
paid arms. But as recruiting for these 
arms is somewhat closed down, which it 
will be when things are at a normal level, 
then I think it will be found that re- 
cruiting for the infantry of the Line will 
revert to itsnormal condition. It is very 
curious that there seems to be a solid 
mass of material out of which recruiting 
for the Army takes place. It is curious 
how nearly constant it is. It suggests 
to one that there is a class of young man, 
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perhaps about eighteen, who may not find | 


himself very well cireumstanéed, who may 
have found that fortune buffeted him 
rather hard, who may have found it not 
very easy to get into a trade, and he goes 
into the Army. It is quite true that we 
should like to feel that the Army was 
such an attractive position that we got 
the very cream. But we get some very 
good men, although we get some 
rather rough ones; and the effect of 
the system is, I think, undoubtedly 
that those who may be very unfortunate 
when they recruit may become different 
creatures altogether after a_ time. 
With one thing which the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite did I most cordially 
agree—he raised the standard. The 
percentage of medical rejections has gone 
up. That is not altogether an evil in 
regard to recruiting, because it stopped 
the leakage at the other end. Reference 
was made by my hon. and gallant friend, 
the Member for the Abercromby Division, 
to the wastage, and it is very interesting 
to follow out the figures, which are 
urious. To begin with, there may be 
said to be three great causes of wastage, 
there is “not likely to make efficient 
soldiers °—the technical description, there 
is misconduct, and there is miscellaneous. 
One is very apt, looking at the recent 
figures from the beginning of 1905, to he 
misled by the first heading. My hon. 
and gallant friend noticed, I think, that 
the number had increased to 1,822 as 
against 1,373 in the previous year. Well, 
there is a reason for that, and it is that a 
new system was brought into operation ; 
instead of the depot being, as it used to 
be, under the charge of a colonel who 
was responsible for sending out whoever 
was supposed to be inefficient and was 
responsible only to the commander-in- 
chief of the district, the new system, 
brought about by the changes suggested 
in the Esher Committee Report and 
sanctioned by this House, is that the 
regiments are grouped, There is a major 


control of the brigadier, and he is a very 
much more strict person to deal with than 
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the old-fashioned colonel and_ old- 
fashioned commander -in- chief. The 
result was that they raised the _ per- 


centage at first, but it is because they 
did not lose at the other end. In the 
most recent statistics it is striking to 
notice the improvement, which, I think, 
goes through the Army as a whole. I 
take the same five months I took before, 
the period at the end of 1905 and the 
beginning of 1906. Taking the latest 
figures, the invalids were 1,692, as com- 
pared with 1,341 this year. There, I 
think, I can trace the beneficent operation 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s stiffening 
of the medical tests. As to those not 
likely to make efficient soldiers, they 
began to sink this year, and were 666, as 
compared with 713 in the year before. 
As to misconduct, there has been a drop, 
comparing 1904-5 with 1905-6, from 
1,306 to 955. The fact is that all 
through the Army there is distinct 
evidence that a social movement has set 
in. Take temperance. Nothing is more 
striking than the number of times, 
when you walk down among the men 


and ask them what they take, that 
you get the answer “Kops” That 
indicates a striking change of attitude, 


and that expression may be heard still 
often in the future than in the 
There is no doubt that the 
cause of Army temperance is advancing. 
Better education, better conditions, a 
great improvement, I think, in the zeal 
and earnestness of the officers—and the 
South African War has been a_stimu- 
lating influence among our officers—all 
these things are combining to improve 
the social level of the Army. Although 
there is much to do, and I am the last 
person to say that things are as they should 


more 
past. 


be, I do recognise that things are better 
than they have been. 
make them better still. 


It rests with us to 
My hon. friend 


_ behind me travelled into a very debateable 
| region, and touched on the great question 
whether you could not improve things 
in charge of the depot, the major is under | 


more by adopting a new Army system. 


Perhaps he is right ; but the topic of con- 
|troversy is so enormous that if we were 
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to enter on it our proceedings would be | 
very much lengthened. The right hon. | 


Gentleman opposite administered a gentle 
rebuke to my hon. friend as to long 
service. “Why,” he asked, “did you 
not accept my system of two Armies, of 
long and short service?” Thereby hangs 
a tale, and I leave it to the conscience 
of my hon, friends who form what is 
termed the Army group in this House 
to reconcile it to themselves why 
they did not accept that proposition 
of the right hon. Member for Croydon. 
At any rate, I feel that the Member for 
Croydon in touching on it really gave 
the answer to my hon. friend the Member 
for Cardiff, because he showed that the 
question opened up was so enormous that 
really it could not be discussed within the 
compass of this debate. Moreover, I 
doubt whether it is really germane to the 
Motion, except, so far, perhaps, as it 


affects recruiting by the temptation to | 


enter on a soldier's career. I can only, 
therefore, make the briefest observation 
on it. Suppose you have a long service 
Army, the first question is, What is it 
going to cost you? That lies at the root 
of the matter. My hon. friend thought 
he saw his way to the saving of £9,000,000. 
I should be very much obliged to him if 
he helped me to that; but he did not 
develop the way in which that could 
really be brought about. Let me point 
out that I think there is great force in 
the contention of the right hon. Gentle- 
man that you cannot have a long-service 
Army without a short-service Army too. 
We have tried a long-service Army in 
this country ; we tried very hard, and 
turned from it at last with ashudder. It 
was the greatest failure, I think, of all 
the things we have ever had. I fancy 
the point of my hon. friend was that you 
were to have a long-service Army because 
you were to furnish a career to the soldier 
for life, which would relieve him of the 
necessity of looking for civil employment, 
and leave him with a pension. 


Mr. GUEST said he meant that if 
there was a longer service, a smaller 
Mr. Haldane. 


{COMMONS} 


' tions. 
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demand would be made on the recruiting 
market, and a better class of recruits 
would be got. 


Mr. HALDANE: Is that so? The 
medical statistics show that the invalided 
cases increase to an appalling extent, 
particularly in tropical countries, and 
past the age of thirty, under the present 
system. With the old soldier, moreover, 
you had an amount of wastage which we 
do not get under the present system. 
And how are you to get the men for long 
service ? 


Mr. GUEST: We can get them now 
for nine years. 


Mr. HALDANE: But my hon. friend 
wants more than nine years, and you 
certainly must go further than that if you 
are to tide the soldier over the period now 
spent in civil employment to his pension. 
You cannot give mena pension after nine 
years, at least I should not like to be re- 
sponsible for the Army Estimates if you 
did. What you want is men below thirty 
for the Army; after that, experience 
shows you get wastage. The ideal system 
would seem to be one of turning out men 
at that age, and securing if you can civil 
employment for them; and by dint of 
reorganisation I think a good deal may be 
done in that direction. But again | ask, 
how are you to get the men for this long 
service? Are you going to recruit them 
at twenty-one? Why at twenty-one a 
man is married and has a family. The 
exception only proves the rule. At 
twenty-one if a man is ever going to get 
any occupation he has got it, the best 
men have got it, and men without 
occupation at that age would be men of a 
lower class than the men_ without 
occupation at eighteen. When you send 
a man out who is married you send his 
wife and children out, and schoolmasters 
to teach them, and you must do that toa 
much greater extent under those condi 
And then you send him out to, it 
may be, a tropical country which does 
not suit a man above that age. 
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Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) asked how 


were men of twenty-one recruited in 
other countries. 


Mr. HALDANE: They get them, 
under the conscript system, by taking 
them by the neck and bringing them in. 
If that system were proposed in this 
country I am afraid it would lead to a 
great deal of trouble. What we require 
is an Army to serve abroad in tropical 
lands. You cannot get an Army to serve 
abroad under conscription. But the 
question between long service and short 
service was wisely left outside the 
Motion by my hon. and gallant friend who 
moved it. There were other topics to | 
which he alluded that deserve the close 
consideration of the House; and if this 
Motion had assumed the form of urging 
the improvement of the social condition of 
the soldier with a view not only of facilita- 
ting recruiting, but of making the career ot | 
the soldier better than it is, I should gladly | 
have accepted it and have had it placed | 
on record as the opinion of this House | 
of Commons. The House will see that I | 
am not unsympathetic towards the spirit 
which has animated my hon. and gallant 
friend in moving this Motion or the 
purpose which he has in view. Indeed 
Iagree with that purpose. But I think 
the terms proposed go too far, that the 
Motion is not worded precisely in the 
form which would best express the ' 
opinions which we‘all entertain more or 
less, and I should certainly desire to see 
the Motion a little more closely drafted 
before accepting it. 


*CapTAIN KINCAID SMITH (Warwick- 
shire, Stratford-upon-Avon) moved as an 
Amendment to the Motion to add at the 
end— 

* And any such Amendment should include 
the introduction of physical drill of a military 
character in our schools.” 

He thought that in spite of what 
the right hon. Gentleman had said 
there would be few hon. Members 
who would not be to a certain extent in 
agreement with the Resolution of the 
hon. Member for the Abercromby Division 


| of Liverpool. 


'to the age of eighteen. 


' Member in 
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If the Resolution had been 
less vague, and had contained some 
definite proposition, he for one would have 
hesitated in placing an Amendment on 
the Paper. The hon. Member’s speech 
was principally a plea for giving the 
soldier a life career. He thought they 
were all in favour of that, but was there 
any prospect of adopting it after what 
the right hon. Gentleman had said ? 
He could not gather that the hon. 
Member for the Aberecromby Divison 
had put forward any solution of this 
difficult military problem. Taking into 


consideration that the question of re- 


cruiting was very difficult, and also that 
no small improvement in the pay of the 
private soldier or slight improvement 
in his surroundings was likely to result 
in obtaining a better class of recruits, he 
asked the House to express approval] 
of the principle that no alteration in the 
present system of recruiting was likely 
to produce any useful result, unless they 
introduced at the same time in the 
schools a system of military training up 
Such a system 
was advocated by that great soldier, 
Lord Roberts. It would produce a vast 
reserve —a male population which in any 
national emergency would provide a 
number of men who after a few months 
training would be fit to take their places 
either alongside or against Continental] 
armies. It was idle to jump to the con- 
clusion that this was conscription in dis- 
guise. All that was advocated was that 
the usual school exercises should be 
supplemented by others of a more dis- 
tinctive military character. What harm 
could it do a boy to be able to walk 
straight and handle a rifle? He was as 
much against conscription as any hon. 
the House. Conscription 
was impossible in this country for many 


‘reasons, but he would mention only two 
'—it would not provide the Army for 


India, and it was unnecessary for home 
service. There was only one argument 
in favour of conscription, and that was 
that where there was such difficulty in 
procuring work for our soldiers after 
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their period of service, under conscription | 


every man would be on a level in the 
labour market. That was the great 
difficulty—to provide work. The right 
hon. Gentleman had said there was a 
Committee sitting on this question, but 
personally he believed their labours 
wou!d never solve the problem. He did 
not think they would ever provide a 
scheme by which men who _ became 
soldiers because they could not find 
work would be able to find work when 
they left the colours. Those who came 
from the casual labour market, and un- 
fortunately they were the majority, were 
not likely to be any more fitted for 
obtaining employment on leaving the 
colours. No scheme was ever likely 
to solve that knotty problem. There 
was an to teach soldiers whilst 
serving with the colours, but he was 
told that this was impossible except in 
the case of afew. Some hon. Members 
might laugh at his suggestion of military 
training up to the age of eighteen, but 
in a day of national calamity they might 
be forced to adopt real conscription. He 
was confident, however, that their masters 
would never consent to conscription ex- 
cept after the most appalling disaster— 
in fact when the word “war” meant the 
same thing to the quiet little country 
village in this country as it did to the 
little village on a European frontier. 
We should teach our youth that war 
was harmful, but we should teach them 
at the same time that they could not 
have peace by hoping for it and being 
unprepared for war. They should also 
be taught that it was the duty of all to 
do a little towards fitting themselves to 
take their place in a national emergency. 
If we had military training up to the 
age of eighteen we should have a large 
male population able with a little train- 
ing to face a Continental army. There 
was a great danger in pushing too far 
the doctrine of quality merely. He 
believed that in a European war expert 
efficiency would not win the day over 
great odds. If the State was to under- 
take the responsibility of feeding school 
Captain Kincaid Smith. 


idea 


{COMMONS} 
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children, they should require more time 
to be given to the service of the State. 
The Minister for War had won golden 
opinions from all sides, because so far he 
had done nothing. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had negotiated no great 1eform, 
but if the words of the Prime Minister 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer meant 
anything it was that the Minister for War 
would do something next year. If, how- 
ever, he relied on his present material he 
was predoomed to failure. Probably his 
military advisers, if they had not told 
him so outright, had hinted at it. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
say that the policy Lord Roberts was 
advocating would receive full and sym- 
pathetic consideration from the Govern- 
ment. If hon. Members hesitated to 
support this Amendment, it would be 
because they feared the difficulty of 
persuading an infinitesimal proportion 
of their masters, the electors, that this 
was not the first step towards conscrip- 
tion, but the only policy which stood 
between this country and conscription. 
He begged to move. 


CotonEL SANDYS — (Lancashire, 
s00tle) in seconding the Amendment, said 
that the mere fact that the scheme of 
Lord Roberts emanated from a distin- 
tinguished soldier must, prima fui, 
recommend it to the favourable notice 
of the House. Looking at the subject 
as a practical soldier, he believed that a 
knowledge of military drill among our 
youth must conduce very much to the 
safety of the country. Not only would its 
acquisition by the young men of the 
country tend to make the Army as an 
institution more widely respected, but 
it was a valuable means of physical 
training, especially for thetime when these 
young men became soldiers. The prelimin- 
ary training in the elements of drill, 
and in habits of obedience to authority 
and discipline was a factor of the greatest 
importance in making soldiers ; and 
therefore the proposal of the hon. Mem- 
ber was one which he had the greatest 
pleasure in seconding. In looking at 
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the question of recruiting, he asserted | 
that the point they had to attend to in| 
order to get men into the Army was to | 
provide something for them at the end 
of their training. He remembered on | 
one occasion marching with his company | 
at the time the short service system was 
introduced and when recruits were diffi- 
cult to get. He put a question to a 
colour-sergeant as to what was the reason 
for the falling-off in recruiting. He 
asked whether it was the foreign service 
or the long service that they did not 
like, and whether in his opinion recruit- 
ing would be better when the service 
was shortened. His reply was that the 
men did not mind either foreign or long 
service, but what they did want was 
something to look forward to at the end 
of their service. He hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of State 
for War would do all he could to bring 
about that result. If men were to be 
asked to give the cream of their lives 
in the service of the country the House 
was bound in return to provide the 
training by which these men might be 
enabled to maintain themselves as skilled 
labourers when they left the Army. In 
the depéts there should be a system of | 
enlistment for boys similar to that which 
prevailed in the Navy. At the end of 
the five or six years of their boys’ service | 
the youths should be received as trained 
soldiers into the ranks of the Army ; but | 
during those five or six years in the) 
depots the lads should be taught the | 
elements of a handicraft, so that when | 
they left the Army they would be able | 
to take their places in civil life as men | 
who could handle tools and earn their 
livelihood as skilled workmen. He) 
believed that the House of Commons | 
was beginning to see the necessity for | 
having an efficient and contented Army, | 
and it was not satisfied with the spectacle | 
which was too often seen, of men who 
had given the best part of their lives to 
the service of their country ending their 
days in the workhouse or asking for alms 
in the street. That, in his opinion, was a 
national disgrace. In conclusion he | 
VOL. CLVI. [Fourtrn Series. ] 
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hoped that the Secretary of State for 
War would seriously consider his sugges- 
tion that boys should be enlisted for the 
Army in the same way as they entered 
the Navy. 


Amendment proposed— 


“At the end, to add the words ‘and any 
such Amendment should include the introduc- 
tion of physical drill of a military character in 
our schools.’ °—(Captain Kineaid-Smith.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.) hoped that the Amendment would 
be withdrawn. [Cries of “No.”] The 
Secretary of State had made an offer 
which ought to be accepted. It was 
most desirable that the House should 
place on record that it was deeply 
concerned, not only with the soldier in 
the ranks, but with his after career. The 
Amendment was not relevant to the 
Resolution, and was of so far-reaching a 
character that it ought to be debated 
separately and fully. The original Motion 
attention to the state of 
recruiting for the Army, but this Amend- 
ment introduced a suggestion that there 
should be physical drill of a military 
character in the schools, and he thought 
it was the opinion of a great majority of 
hon. Members that that was undesirable. 
That was a subject of such far-reaching 
effect that it ought not to be brought up 
at the fag end of a discussion, but 
should be seriously argued at sufficient 
length upon a proper occasion. Both 
from a tactical and strategical point of 
view he hoped the Amendment would be 
withdrawn. To say that there ought to 
be physical drill in a school was to state 
something which was already accepted 
by the education authority, and everybody 
interested in education agreed that the 
physical development of the body must 
go along with the intellectual develop. 
ment of the mind. He did not see why 
they should tack on to that the question of 
the drill in the schools assuming a military 
character. He had always taken a deep 
interest in the Volunteer movement and 
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they got the Volunteers at the early age 
of seventeen. The Amendment raised 
a very important subject, and he hoped 
it would be withdrawn in order that they 
might arrive at the important decision to 
which the Secretary of State for War 
had assented. 


Army 


Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) said 
that for the last three years the experi- 
ment had been tried in the elementary 
school in the district in which he resided 
of teaching the children to shoot with a 
single bullet, and also to shoot in teams 
and to shoot quickly. He thought that 
would be a great advantage to them in 
future if they were ever called upon to 
serve their country. He thought that 
all the boys ought to be trained to shoot 
with a single bullet, and they ought to be 
given a certain amount of military drill. 
The expense was trifling, and the thing 
once learnt would never be forgotten. 


Mr. SEDDON (Lancashire, Newton) | m 


said that some people seemed to think 
that the schools were only brought into 


existence for the benefit of the drill ser- | 


geant and the parson. Military drill in 
schools was vicious in practice and wrong 
in principle. If we needed an Army for 
the defence of the country it 
have to ke obtained by different methods. 
If hon. Gentlemen on both sides wanted 


to know the best means of getting recruits | 


from the better section of the working | 
classes he would give it in a nutehell. | 
It would be necessary to make promotion | 
in the Army free from top to bottom. 


The upper ranks should not be the ex- | 


clusive possession of those who had wealth, | 
position, and influence. They should do 
away with monopoly entirely, and the | 
man who had earned a position in the 
higher ranks as an officer should get it. 
There was another sweeping reform re- 


quired, and that was to see that the ex- | 
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would | 
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the higher ranks of the Army should be 
looked upon by a certain section of the 
community merely as their right and 
privilege. 

Mr. HALDANE indicated dissent. 

Mr. SEDDON said the right hon. 
Gentleman shook his head. He had 
read—— 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must confine himself to the Motion or 
the Amendment. 


Mr. SEDDON said he was going to 
speak against the Amendment. He 
wanted to give an illustration from the 
working class point of view of what would 
be an inducement to enter and remain in 
the Army. The soldier should receive a 
wage approximating to that which could 
be earned in skilled trades, and his social 
| position should be improved. If they 
ade the Army a well-paid profession, if 
they improved the conditions of the 
soldier's life, if they created not merely a 
military spirit but a love of country, they 
would give all the incentive which 
was required in order to obtain the 
men wanted for the defence of the 
country. So far as hon. Members below 
| the gangway were concerned, they re- 
| pudiated entirely the idea of giving a 
| military training in the schools as a means 
| tow ards the defence ‘of the country. All 
| they asked was that the authorities at the 


| War Office should treat the soldier as a 
‘Man, and give him conditions approxi- 





mating to those enjoyed by the better 
| . . . . 

classes engaged in industrial pursuits, and 
_ they should show him that when approved 


by service he would be able to enter the 
upper ranks. When he became an officer 
he should not be blackmailed by those 
_who had been pitchforked into similar 


positions. Complaints were often made 








penses of officers in the mess room approxi- | that men who rose from the ranks could 

mated to the pay which the officersreceived. not live on their pay, and very often it 

It was a perfect scandal at present that ; was made clear to them in the mess room 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 
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that their room was preferred to their com- 

pany. [Cries of “No, no!” and “ Hear, 
hear!”] Yes, everybody had heard about | 
“ragging” in the Army, and, if rumour | 
was to be credited, a certain great officer | 
who had risen from the ranks had a | 
miserable time before he put an end to his | 


existence. If fair conditions were given | 
in the Army there would be no lack of men 


ready to defend their native country. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
said he had listened with a sort of sym- 
pathy to the hon. and gallant Member who 
moved the Amendment. He was obviously 
The hon. 
Member desired peace, he said, and 


inspired by great courage. 


therefore we must be prepared for war. 
But by his proposal he would so inflame 
the minds of the people that war would 
be made inevitable. The hon. Member 


sat for Stratford upon-Avon. Conse- 
quently he would agree with him when 
he quoted the words— 


“ How oft the sight of means to do ill deeds 
makes ill deeds done.” 


He proposed to take a very severely 
practical view of the proposal before the 
House, because as a matter of fact the 
proposal to give military training to tho 
children in the schools had actually been 
in operation. Not so long ago when the 
noble Lord the President of the Council 
in the late Government came into office 
he was keenly anxious for universal. 
physical training in the schools ; he went to | 
the War Office and got a manual prepared 
with the object of securing that end. The | 
manual was prepared as a model course | 
of physical training for all the children 
in the public elementary schools in the 
country. When the hon. 
the manual he recognised that somebody | 
had written what amounted to a réchaugfé 
of the early part of the soldier’s red-book. 
For two or three years this course was 


Member saw 


| 


the muscles of 
| abdomen. 
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inflicted on the children, the facing about, 
turning, and fours forming, and other 
military movements were practised, and 
the whole system was hopelessly wrong 
and cruel to the children. Nothing could 
have been worse for them than this mili- 
tary drill. The great bulk of it had to 


do with legs and arms. 


Recruiting. 


There were no 
breathing exercises, and no exercises for 
the neck, sides, and 
After the manual was issued 
he invited the then Parliamentary Secre- 
tary of the Board of Education to eome 
into the lobby and show him how the 
prescribed exercises were done, and the 
hon. Gentleman respectfully declined. It 
was only necessary at that time to describe 
what was put into the teachers’ hands to 
show how hopelessly absurd and grotesque 
the manual was for the proper physical 
training of children. That book, having 
passed out of existence, it was an easy 
task for the Board of Education in its 
wiser moments to prepare a good eclectic 
system of scientific physical training 
largely taken from the Swedish drill, and 
more was not needed. He would certainly 
oppose the Amendment. What was wanted 
was that every youth of the age of from 
eighteen to twenty should be compelled to 
give two hours on two nights in each 
week to physical training under municipal 
auspices. He would add to that—and he 
said this with fear and trembling, for he 
was far from advocating anything in the 
nature of conscription—at the close of 
this training, a training in the use of the 
rifle, for he held the old-fashioned view 
that everybody ought to be trained to 
carry arms. But the square-toed, stiff, 
ramrod, military training was entirely 
unsuited at any time to school children. 


*CapTAIN KINCAID-SMITH asked 
leave to withdraw his Amendment. 
[Cries of “ No.” 
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*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said he inter- was none the less an excellent  pro- 
vened to express regret that the Amend- gramme. All agreed that grown up boys 
ment had been moved because it appeared should be taught the use of the rifle. He 
to him to be somewhat irrelevant. Healso had known an excellent game shot who, 
desired to repudiate the expressions which when he took up a rifle with a 5lb. or 7lb. 
had fallenfrom the hon. Member for North pull, could not hit the target. It was 
Camberwell as to the action of the Board easy without practice in the use of a ser- 
of Education in regard to physical train- vice rifle, not only to pull the sight off the 
ing. He remembered that the hon. Mem- target, but off the mound behind the 
ber made a somewhat inflammatory speech target, or even the mountain behind 
on the subject, but he repudiated the the mound. There were matters raised 
suggestion that the hon. Member invited by this Motion into which he should have 
him to give an example of the exercises liked to enter had there been time. 
or that he declined to accept the invita- [Cries of “ Divide.”]| He had not the 
tion. It was true that the model course slightest intention of ceasing to speak 
for physical training in 1903 contained until he was called to order by the Chair, 
some military terms, though as regards and had in fact had less than five minutes 
the training given it was satisfactory. in which to address the House. He 
The matter was carefully looked into, wished to bring before the House the 
and the military phraseology was question of capitation charges. 
removed from the book, but the physical 
training remained practically the same And, it being Eleven of the clock, the 
throughout the elementary schools. The Debate stood adjourned. 
question raised by the Amendment Diskese 40 he ronwned spon Maeda 

affected all schools and required much jext. : 
more careful consideration than could 

be given to it ali debate of this ALIENS BILL. 

character. The President of the Board of sees al Bas : 

; Considered in Committee, and reported, 
Education ought to be present to express out hand: whe onl te 
his opinion as to the possibility of carry- |... |. 

: : third time to-morrow. 

ing out what was suggested in the 

Amendment. 


— ¥ SEAMEN’S AND SOLDIERS’ FALSE 
*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) CHARACTERS BILL. 


said he understood from his hon. friend! Considered in Committee, 
the Member for Stratford-on-Avon that | 
he did not propose anything in the. 
nature of physical training such as the; Clause 1: 
hon. Member for North Camberwell had 
described. He believed he had in his | 
mind that class of physical training which 
everybody in the House would admit was 
good, The Persians in old times taught 
their children to ride, shoot, and speak 
the truth, and if they were less particular Adjourned at ‘Ten minutes after 
in modern times on the third point, it Eleven o’clock. 


(In the Committee.) 


Question again proposed, “That the 
Clause stand part of the Bill.” 


Committee report progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, May 3rd, 1906. 


Several Lords took the Oath. 


The Earl of Morley sat first in 
Parliament after the death of his father. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Bute (English and Welsh) Estates 
sill [H.L.].—Judges’ Report received ; 


Bill presented, and read 1°, 


Portsmouth Water Bill [H.1.].—Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That 
the Earl of Morley be proposed to the 
House asa member of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bills in the place of 
the Lord Ravensworth ; read and agreed 
to. 


Epsom and Ewell Gas Bill. Read 2°, 
and committed: The Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


Dowlais Gas Bill ; Merthyr Tydfil Gas 
Bill. Read 2°, and committed. 


Manchester Churches Bill [1.1] ; Alex- 
andra (Newport and South Wales) Docks 
and Railway Bill [H.t.] ; Mullingar, Kells, 
and Drogheda Railway Bill [H.t.]; Folke- 
stone and District Electricity Supply Bill 
[H.L.|; Shropshire, Worcestershire, and 
Statlordshire Electric Power Bill [H.1. | 
Kent Electric Power Bill [u.L.]; Folke- 
stone, Sandgate and Hythe Tramways 
(No. 1) Bill [H.L.] ; Folkestone, Sandgate, 
and Hythe Tramways (No, 2.) Bill [H.1.}. 
—Report fromthe Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lords be proposed to 
the House to form the Select Committee 
for the consideration of the said Bills, 
viz:—D. Wellington, EK. Mayo, V. Fal- 
mouth, L. Suttield, L. Brougham and 
Vaux (Chairman) ; agreed to; and the 
said Lords appointed accordingly. The 
Committee to meet on Thursday next at 
Eleven o'clock ; and all petitions referred 
to the Committee, with leave to the 
petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bills to be heard as desired, 
as also counsel for the Bills. 


(sas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
[t.L.|. (No. 62)—A Bill to confirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the 
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Board of Trade under the Gas and Water 
Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to 
Charing Gas, Chichester Gas, Corsham 
Gas, Farnham Gas, and Kings Lynn Gas. 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill 
[H.L.]. (No. 63).—A_ Bill to confirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the 
Board of Trade under the Gas and Water 
Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to 
Newport Pagnell Gas, Pontardulais Gas, 
Raunds Gas, Redditch Gas, and Saint 
Austell Gas. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill {u.1.]. (No. 64).—A Bill to confirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the 
Board of Trade under the Gas and Water 
Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to 
Bolsover and District Water, Great 
Grimsby Gas, Great Grimsby Water, 
Hoylake and West Kirby Water, Wath- 
upon-Dearne and District Gas, and 
Wollaston Gas. 





Water Orders Confirmation Bill [H...}. 
(No. 65)—A Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board ot 
| Trade under the Gas and Water Works 
Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Herne 
Bay Water, Maidstone Water, Mid-Kent 
Water, Rickmansworth and Uxbridge 
Valley Water, Sleaford and District Water 


| and Slough Water. 


| Tramways Orders Confirmation Bill 
[H.L.|. (No. 66).—A Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under the Tramways Act, 1870, 
relating to Altrincham Urban District 
Council Tramways, Dewsbury Corpora- 
tion Tramways, Neweastle-upon-Tyne 
Corporation Tramways, Ossett Corpora- 
tion Tramways, Portobello and Mussel- 
burgh Tramways (Port Seaton Extension), 
and Rochdale Corporation Tramways. 





Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 3.) Bill [u.1.]. (No. 67).—A Bill to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts 1882 and 1888, the Electric 
Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1890, and the 
Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1902, 
relating to Bellshill, Blantyre, Bothwell, 
Dumfermline and District, Dunoon, 
Fochabers, Inveresk, Shettleston, and 
Polleross and Uddingston ; And 





Electric Lighting Provisional Order 
(No. 4.) Bill [H.L.]. (No. 68.)—A Bill to 
2B 
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confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts 1882 and 1888, relating to 
Aylesbury, Boston, Castleward, Weet- 
slade, and Cramlington, Godalming (Ex- 
tension), Gomersal, Henley-on-Thames, 
Pinner, Stanmore, Harrow, Weald, and 
Edgware, Ryton, Swanage, Wantage and 
District.—Were presented by the Lord 
Granard (2. Granard) ; read 1*; to be 
printed, and referred to the Examiners. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS : ANNUAL SERIES. 

No, 3571. China (Ichang) ; No. 3572. 
Switzerland. 

CONGESTED DISTRICT (SCOTLAND) 

ACT, 1897. 

Fighth Annual Report of the Con- 
gested Districts (Scotland) Board to the 
Secretary for Scotland. 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND 
WALES) 1904 (PART IL CIVIL JUDL 
CIAL STATISTICS). 

Statistics relating to the Judicial Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council, the House of 
Lords, the Supreme Court of Judicature, 
County Courts and other Civil Courts, 
edited by Sir John Macdonnell, C.B., 
LL.D., a Master of the Supreme Court. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRE- 
4 N d), 
Rules and Programme of Examinations 
for 1907. 


GAS COMPANIES (METROPOLIS). 

Accounts of the Metropolitan Gas 
Companies for the year 1905, 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


EDUCATION, 

Petitions in favour of the maintenance 
of existing religious teaching in Church 
of England schools of St. Annes, Clifton 
——and Radcliffe, St. Andrews ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


JURORS. 
Petition in favour of payment of jurors 
attending Quarter Sessions ; of Justices of 
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| the Peace for Essex; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS (BUILDING 
BYE-LAWS) BILL [H.1.}. 
Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


| 


SEED POTATOES SUPPLY (IRELAND) 
House in Committee (according to 


Order). 





(The EARL of ONSLOW in the Chair.) 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 : 


| 

| 

| Lorp DENMAN explained that the 
| Amendment standing in his name to this 
|clause was necessitated by the Bill 
| becoming law at a later date than was 
| originally contemplated. He begged to 
move. 


Amendment moved— 

“Tn Clause 2, page 2, line 40, after (‘ seven ’) 
to insert (‘Provided that where the first 
ordinary poor rate made during the year 1906 
was made before the passing of this Act, and 
the first special rate was not made therewith, 
then the amount of the instalment payable by 
any purchaser which would have been Jeviable 
by that rate shall be added to the amount of 
the second instalment payable by him, and the 
total amount cf both instalments shall be 
levied by the special rate made at the same 
time as the first ordinary poor rate made 
during the year 1907.’ ”—(Lord Denman.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 3, agreed to. 

Clause 4: 


Lorp DENMAN said his Amendment 
to this clause was little more than a 
drafting one. 


Amendment moved— 

‘In Clause 4, page 3, line 16, after (‘ union’) 
to insert (‘and any rate made before the 
passing of this Act which would have been 
valid if this Act had previously passed.’”— 
(Lord Denman.) 





| On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
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Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 


Remaining clauses agreed to ; and Bill 
reported with Amendments to the House. 


Moved, that the Standing Committee 
be negatived.—(Lord Denman.) 


Lorp ORANMORE anp BROWNE 
objected to the proposal to negative the 
Standing Committee stage. He knew 
that there were several Members of their 
Lordships’ House anxious to move impor- 
tant Amendments, and he thought the 
course which the noble Lord in charge 
of the Bill asked the House to take was 
avery unusual one. The sending of the 
Bill to the Standing Committee would 
cause but a trifling delay. 


Lorp DENMAN did not think the | 
course he proposed was at all unusual. The 
Standing Committee stage was frequently 
negatived in the case of Departmental 
Bills. The question was one of consider- 
able urgency, because county councils in | 
Ireland were fixing the rate mentioned in 
the Bill, and it was obviously necessary | 
that they should do so under the law ok 
the country, and that their action should | 
be legalised as soon as possible. He hoped | 
his noble friend on the Cross Benches | 
would see his way to withdraw his objec- | 
tion to the Motion. 





i facts of the 


Lorp ORANMORE Aanp BROWNE 
regretted that he could not comply with | 
the request of his noble friend. Several 
noble Lords who were anxious to move 
Amendments expected to have the oppor- | 
tunity of doing so in the Standing Com- 
mittee. The reference of the Bill to the 
Standing Committee would only mean a 
delay ot five days. 
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importance, and I trust your Lordship 
will agree to the Motion to negative the 
Standing Committee. 


THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE 
My Lords, I have no doubt the Bill is 4 
desirable one, and I do not think we on 
this side of the House have any intention 
whatever of obstructing its progress. 
On the other hand, it must be evident 
to any one who will read it through that 
it deals with some very technical points, 
and the noble Lord who sits on the Cross 
Benches tells your Lordships that he and 
some of his friends desire that these 
points should be further examined in 
Committee. If my noble friend is right 
in saying that a delay of five days is all 
that would be involved by the Bill going, 


|in the ordinary course, to the Standing 


Committee, [ must say it seems to me 
only reasonable that the course which 
he recommends should be adopted by 
your Lordships. 


*THE LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (The Earl of Crewe): I 
confess that we on this side of the House 
are somewhat disappointed at the action 
taken by the noble Marquess the Leader 
of the Opposition. The measure as it 
stands received the warm approval in 
another place of Mr. Walter Long, who 
is thoroughly acquainted with all the 
case. In these circum- 
stances I do venture to make one more 
appeal to the noble Marquess and the 
Party opposite not to press their opposi- 
tion to the Motion. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE said there was 
not the slightest desire on the part of 
noble Lords on the Opposition side of the 
The facts, 


| broadly speaking, had been accurately 


Tue LORD PRIVY SEAL (The! 
Marquess of Rrron): My Lords, I hope | 
the House will agree to the Motion | 
which has been submitted by the noble 
Lord in charge of this Bill, As my 
noble friend explained on the occasion 
of the Second Reading, the Bill is to 
correct errors which have arisen in con- 
sequence of the Bill of the late Govern- 
ment not having passed into law through 
want of time. The object of the Bill 
is to legalise certain proceedings which 
have been taken, and which, without 
the Bill, would not be legal. It. is, 





stated. To the Bill itself there was no 
opposition, but he gathered from what 
he had heard that there was a desire to 
discuss Clause 3. This particular clause 
had been discussed in the House of Com- 
mons, and there was a difference of 
opinion upon it. Having regard to what 
had passed, he did not think it unreason- 
able that there should be some discussion 
and some ventilation of opinion upon it 
in their Lordships’ House if desired. 


THe Marquess oF RIPON: My 
Lords, I can only speak again by your 
Lordships’ favour, but if you will allow 


2B2 
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me to do so I would point out that the | RELIGIOUS INSTRUCTION. 
Bill can be amended without going tothe; Tue LORD ARCHBISHOP or 
Standing Committee. Itcan heamended |CANTERBURY rose to put the following 
on Report or on Third Reading, Why, Questions standing in his name on the 
therefore, a Bill of this urgency should | Paper: viz.: “ To ask the Lord Presi. 
be delayed by being referred to the! dent of the Council whether a Return 
Standing Committee | cannot see. can be furnished showing (1) the regula- 
tions or syllabus of religions instruction 
put forth by each local authority in 
England and Wales for the use of its 
council schools ; (2) the date when each 
was settled; (3) the extent to which 
|individual council schools are, or are not 
free in each area to depart from the 
regulations or syllabus ; (4) the extent, if 
any, to which individual council schools 
in the area do depart from such regula- 
tions or syllabus, or refrain from giving 
any religious instruction ; (5) where an 
authority issues no regulations ot 
syllabus, to state whether individual 
council schools nevertheless give religious 
instruction, and on what syllabus ; and (6) 
THE Marquess or RIPON: ‘The | what arrangements the local authority 
Bill could be put down for Report to- makes for the inspection of the religious 
morrow and for Third Reading on_ instruction in the council schools.” 
Monday, when Amendments could be 
discussed. The point is a small one and 
hardly worth disputing about. But it is 
not reasonable to ask that the Bill should 
be sent to the Standing Committee. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE agreed as to the 
power of the House to make Amendments 
at either of the stages named by the 
noble Marquess the Lord Privy Seal. He 
assumed that his noble friend on the 
Cross Benches only desired that full 
opportunity should be given for discussing 
such Amendments as he and his friends 
might put down, Having regard to the 
history of the Bill, that was only reason- 
able. Perhaps the noble Marquess would 
inform the House the day on which it 
was proposed to take the next stage. 


The most rey. Primate said : My Lords, 
Ido not mean to detain your Lordships 
more than a moment, for the purport of 
my Questions will, I think, be obvious to 
any of your Lordships who have read 
them. At this moment, when discussions 

THE Marourss or LANSDOWNE: are rife upon educational questions both 
If the noble Marquess the Leader of the in Parliament and in the country, refer- 
House will tell us that in his opinion the | ence is constantly made to the syllabuses 
immediate passage of this Bill is so of religious education which are in use in 
urgent that the trifling delay for which | the council schools of the country. Quota- 
my noble friend asks would create serious | tions are frequently made from these 
inconvenience, then I would advise my syllabuses, sometimes for the purpose of 
noble friend to accept the proposal of the laudation, and sometimes for the purpose 
noble Marquess and bring forward his of criticism or condemnstion. I have no 
Amendments, if he has any, at a future | kind of controversial object in asking these 
stage. Questions. All that [ desire is that 
F _when we speak upon this matter we shall 
speak upon a subject of which we have in 
‘our hands some certain information. I 

therefore venture to ask that the informa- 
tion which is tabulated on the Paper may 

Lorp ORANMORE and BROWNE be furnished to the House and to the 
said that, in the circumstances, he would | country. What we desire, of course, is 
withdraw his opposition. to know whether, when a_ syllabus 

is quoted, it is really a typical one or an 
exceptional one ; and, further, whether 
| the mere fact of a sy labus standing upon 
| paper is all that really happens in a local 
area—it is reported that there are 

The Report of Amendments to be re- instances in which that is the case—or 
ceived to-morrow ; and Bill to be printed whether the syllabus prescribed is, as a 
as amended. [No. 69.] matter of fact, followed in the schools 


The Marquess of Ripon. 


THe Marquess oF RIPON: I am 
informed that that is the case. 


On Question, Standing Committee 
negatived., 
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under the control of those who issue the 


syllabus. For that reason I ask in my 
last Question what arrangements the 
local authority makes for the inspection 
of religious instruction in the council 
schools. I ask for a Return with regard 
simply to council schools, but as regards 
the denominational schools of the country, 
so far as they are in connection with the 
Church of England, we have no kind of 
wish to do other than give all possible 
information which may be asked for ; and 
should the noble Earl the Lord President 
of the Council think it desirable that any 
information should be furnished by any 
of the authorities of the Church of 
England with regard to the denomina- 
tional schools under their control I need 





hardly say how gladly and freely we will 
furnish it. Ten years have elapsed since | 
a similar Return was given of religious | 
instruction in the then Board schools of | 
the country, and during that period a/| 
great many administrative changes have 
taken place with regard to educational 
matters and the Return then made is now 
for many reasons somewhat out of date. 
On these grounds I trust that His 
Majesty’s Government will see their way 
to grant the Return for which I ask. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: Before the noble 
Karl replies I would like to make one 
observation by way of suggestion to the 
most rev. Primate. I think the Return 
will be extremely valuable and useful, 
and will assist the discussions which will 
take place on the Education — Bill; 
but it occurs to me that it would be a 
valuable addition if the Return could 
contain a list of the council schools where 
there are no regulations and no syllabus. 
The object of the Return is to give in- 
formation in a handy form, and it would 
be convenient to know what councils have 
no regulations and no syllabus. 


*THE EArt oF CREWE: My Lords, I 
can assure the most rev. Primate and 
the House that we have no desire what- 
ever to place any obstacle at all in the 
way of his gaining the information he 
desires. On the contrary, we welcome 
his desire for further knowledge on the 
subject, and we most fully accept his 
statement that these Questions are put 
without any controversial object what- 
ever. As those of your Lordships who 


| by. 





are in the habit of studying the news- 
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papers are aware, there is not at this 
moment absolute agreement in the 


country as to the form which religious 
instruction ought to take in the elemen- 
tary schools in England and Wales. 
That, at any rate, is not overstating the 
case; and it certainly is desirable tha 
those who hold different opinions on this 
subject should have the knowledge that 
they are arguing from the same data, and 
that their differences of opinion are not 
complicated by any further dispute as to 
what the facts of the case absolutely are : 
consequently we are very glad to help 
in supplying all the information possible. 
I have to point out, however, that in one or 
two respects it would not be easy, under 
the circumstances, to furnish the Return 
exactly in the form suggested by the most 
rey. Primate. Your Lordships will 
notice that in his Questions the most rev. 
Primate asks for information as to the 
extent, if any, to which individual council 
schools in the area do depart from such 
regulations or syllabus, or refrain from 
giving any religious instruction; and 
where an authority issues no regulations 
or syllabus, whether individual council 
schools nevertheless give religious in- 
struction, and on what syllabus. I must 
point out to the most rev. Primate that 
if that information were to be obtained it 
would mean that every local authority, in 
any case where it had any doubt as to 
how far its syllabus was being practically 
used, would have to put the question to 
each individual school, and the time 
occupied in that process would, I am 
afraid, be so long—it would be a matter 
of some months—that by the time the 
information was received the purpose for 
which it was required might have passed 
I propose, therefore, if the most rev. 
Primate will agree, to modify the Motion, 
and to put it on the Paper for to-morrow 
in this form— 


‘To move for a Return showing in respect 
of each local education authority in England 
and Wales under Part III. of the Education 
Act, 1902— 


1. The regulations or syllabus for religious 
instruction put forth for the use of its council 
schools, and the date on which they were 
issued. 


2. In the absence of such regulations or 
syllabus, any Resolution of the authority on 
the subject, and its date. 


3. Whether the authority leaves individual 
council schools free to depart from the regula- 
tions or syllabus.” 
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Your Lordships will observe that that 
relieves the local authority from the 
necessity of applying to each separate 
school, and allows it to use the informa- 
tion which its education committee 
possesses. 

“4, Any information now in the possession of 
the local education authority as to the religious 
instruction, other than that under its own 
regulations or syllabus, given in individual 
council schools.” 


On that I may deal with the point raised 
by the noble and learned Lord opposite. 
It will be quite easy, without altering the 
the form of the Motion, to make it clear, 
in issuing this Cireular to the local 
authorities, that we wish, if they possess 
che information, to know in what schools 
no religious education at all is given ; but 
we cannot go so far as to ask them to 
obtain the information by inquiry, for the 
reasons I have already stated to the House. 





“5. What arrangements the local authority 
makes for the inspection of religious instruc- 
tion in its council schools.” 


I now come to the observation which the 
most rev. Primate was good enough to 
make at the end of his speech. As your 
Lordships are aware, there are some 
12,000 Church schools in the country, | 
and I certainly think it would be desirable 
to lay before Parliament at the same 
time a statement of what may be called | 
the typical religious instruction given in | 
Church schools under the regulations of 
the different diocesan boards. I propose, 
therefore, to ask those who are able to | 
supply the information to be so good as | 
to furnish us with their different sylla- 
buses, and when we receive them, as we 
have every reason to suppose we shall 
by the courtesy of the bodies concerned, 
T will lay them on the Table of the 
House in the form of a White Paper. It | 
would take too long, and not be worth, I | 
think, either the trouble or the cost, to | 
attempt to obtain from every individual | 
Church school a statement of what 
religious instruction it actually gives ; 
but at the same time I think your | 
Lordships will agree that it would be 
desirable, in addition to the information 
asked for by the most rey. Primate, to 
get some general idea of the course of 
religious instruction which may be con- 
sidered to represent the type given in the 
Church schools of this country. Provided 
no opposition is offered to a Return in the 
terms I have read to your Lordships, I 
Lhe Earl of Crewe. 





{LORDS} 


will 
| promptitude and care. 
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Appeal. 


propose to place a Motion for that 
Return on the Paper to-morrow. 


THE LORD ARCHBISHOP © or 
CANTERBURY: With the indulgence 
of the House I should like to say that the 
Answer which the noble Earl_has given 
seems to me perfectly satisfactory. If I 
understood him rightly, in the more com- 
pendious form in which he proposes to 
give the information asked in Questions 
4 and 5, there will be included something 
which will show the case of schools in 
which no religious instruction is given, 
so far as that is within the knowledge of 
the local authority. 


*THe EARL OF CREWE: That is so. 


THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or 
CANTERBURY: That perfectly satisties 
me. I agree that expedition is of the 


'the highest importance in this matter, 


and that anything which causes un- 
necessary delay is to be deprecated. | 


would only add that when the noble Earl 


asks the ecclesiastical authorities of the 


|Church of England for information it 


be furnished with the utmost 


CRIMINAL APPEAL. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: My Lords, | 
have on the Paper a Motion for a Return 
which I think will be interesting and 
useful in the discussion of the Criminal 
Appeal Bill which has been introduced by 
the noble and learned Lord on the Woo! 
sack, <A great variety of Bills have been 
introduced dealing with this very 
important subject, and it would be a 


| convenience if the information that I ask 


for were made readily available to those 
of your Lordships who may desire to 
take part in the discussion. In the 
Motion standing on the Paper [ ask fora 
Return of all Criminal Appeal Bills 
introduced within the last fifty years, 
but it has been intimated to me that this 
would exclude an important Bill intro- 
duced in the year 1844. I would, there- 
fore, with your Lordships’ permission, 
ask for a Return of all Bills introduced 
since the year 1843. 
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Moved, for a Return of all Criminal Appeal Bills introduced since the year 1843, 
showing— 
| | p 
| Whether it 
Whether it gave | : . 
f ee permitted What 
Date of | How far it By whom ar hy on | (ah anewteil | ‘Tithendl 
Introduction. | Proceeded. Introduced. (b) Facts ; | to be ordered ; | was to hear 
(6) an inerease | the Appeals. 


(e) Sentence. of sentence. 




















—(berd Ashbourne.) 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR 
LorEBURN): My Lords, His Majesty’s 
Government have no objection to this 
Return. Personally, I think it will prove 
most useful when the Bill in question is 
discussed in Committee. There is, how- 
ever, a verbal Amendment which I would 
suggest to my noble and learned friend. 
He does not want a Return of all Criminal 
Appeal Bills, but only of those allowing 
appeal in criminal cases tried on indict- 
ment. I would suggest that the Motion 
be amended to read— 


“That there be laid before the House a 
Return of all Bills introduced since 1843, 
which proposed to allow an appeal in criminal 
cases tried on indictment, showing—” 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: I gladly accept 
the suggested Amendment of the noble 
and learned Lord and shall be pleased if 
he will put the Motion in that form. 


On Question, Motion, as amended, 
agreed to. 
House adjourned at Five o'clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o'clock 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 3rd May, 1906. 


The House met at a quarter before 
Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE.) 
Mr. SpeakKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 


(Lord | 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 
the case of the following Bill, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, no Standing 
Orders are applicable, viz. :— 
Marriages Provisional Order Bill. 
Ordered, 
second time 


That the Bill be read a 


to-morrow. 


Gas Companies (Removal of Sulphur 
Restrictions) Bill, read the third time, 
and passed. 


Sutton District Water Bill, “for the 
preservation of the sources of water 
supply of the Sutton District Water 
Company; and for cther purposes,” 
presented, and reid the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


Romford and District Tramways Bill, 
Order [24th April] that the Romford 
and District Tramways Bill be committed, 
read, and discharged: Bill withdrawn— 


(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Peterborough Gas Bill; Rochester, 
Chatham, and Strood Gas Bill; South- 
ampton Gas Bill, reported, with Amend- 
ments; Reports to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. 


Antofagasta (Chili) and Bolivia Rail- 
way Bill [Lords], reported, without 
Amendment; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


H. R. Baines and Company Bill 
[Lords], reported, without Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time. 
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Vauclain’s Patent Bill [Lords], re- | EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES’ 
ported, without Amendment; Report | BILL (RELIGIOUS TEACHING). 
to lie upon the Table. __ Petitions against alteration of Law; 
: LS From Arundel; Beachampton; Bed- 
Bill to be read the third time. _wardine; Bethnal Green; Biddestone 
'cum Slaughterford (two); Bradenstoke 
London and South Western Railway | cum Clack; Budleigh Salterton ; Cheri- 
Bill, reported, with Amendments ; Report ton; Chippenham; Chipping Campden 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. (two); Claines ; Clee and Cleethorpes ; 
i Compton cum up Marden (two) ; Crofton; 
‘Dorset; Eton; Felton Common; Fins- 
Doughty reported from the Committee bury Park Pind ona me a - ough- 
on Group 4 of Railway Bills; That, for | — ; Great Somerfor : Hartley } anditt 
the convenience of parties, the Committee | (two); Hawley (two); — Hockliffe ; 
: i * Hornsey (two); Huddersfield (two); 
had adjourned till Monday next at Hy 0 a Ragas a cde 
half-past Eleven of the clock. Hythe (two); Kensington ; Knelston 
and Llanddewi = (two) ; Lichfield ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. Llanwrytyd ; London ; Monkwearmouth ; 
| Montgomery (two); Morpeth; Newick ; 
Newington next Folkestone; Norden ; 
Oldwood near Tenbury; Otterton; 
Preston (two); Ratcliffe; Rumbolds- 
| wWhyke; St. Pancras; Saltwood; Sea- 
. : . ‘ — _gry; Seaton; South Bersted ; Stanley; 
Private Bills (Group F.), Major Seely Stockport (two) ; Tarrant Hinton ; Tort- 
reported from the Committee on Group ington; Upham; West Clandon (two); 
K of Private Bills ; That for the CON- | Wood Green (two); Worcester; and 
venience of parties, the Committee had) worthen : to lie upon the the Table. 
adjourned till Monday next, at half-past : 
Eleven of the clock. 


Railway Bills (Group 4) Sir George 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill, reported 
[ Parties do not proceed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


ENGINES AND BOILERS (PERSONS IN 
CHARGE) BILL. 


Petition from Huddersfield, against; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Report to lie upon the Table. | 


Public Petitions Committee, Third 
Report brought up, and read; to lie are ; ; 
upon the Table, and to be printed. | LICENSING aad ei D) AMENDMENT 

Petition from Kingston (Glasgow), in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to Amendments LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
to Kidderminster Gas Bill [Lords], without (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Amendment. Petition from Kingston (Glasgow), in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


ro | LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFI- 
PETITIONS. CATION OF WOMEN) BILL. 


=e Petition from St. Pancras, in favour; 
COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. __ to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour; from Criggle- 
stone ; Derbyshire; Don Pedro; Moresby ; PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL. 


Nostell ; and, Thornhill Collieries ; to lie Petition from Huddersfield, against ; 


upon the Table. to lie upon the Table. 
DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACT (1896) PUBLIC TRUSTEE AND EXECUTOR 
AMENDMENT BILL. BILL. 


Petition from Sunderland, in favour; Petition from Huddersfield, against 
to lie upon the Table. to lie upon the Table. 











685 Questions. 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 
Petition from Huddersfield, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour; From Glasgow 
and, the Royal Burghs of Scotland; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRANSVAAL (CHINESE LABOURERS) 
(CRIMES). 
Returns [presented 2nd May] to be 
printed. [No. 156.] 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS 

ACT, 1897. 

Copy presented,—of Eighth Annual Re- 

port of the Conjested Districts (Scotland) 

Board to the Secretary for Scotland [by 
Command ]; to lie upon the table. 


(SCOTLAND) 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented.—of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3571 and 3572 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS IN CERTAIN 
URBAN AREAS IN ENGLAND AND 
WALES. 

Copy presented,—of Statement show- 
ing number of Voluntary Schools on Ist. 
January 1906 in Urban Areas, with a 
population of 5,000 and over, in England 
and Wales respectively, and their average 
attendance for statistical year ended 
3lst July 1904, with approximate per- 
centages to the total number and average 
attendance of all the Voluntary Schools 
in England and Wales for the same period 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TREES (IRELAND). 
Return presented,—relative thereto 
{ordered 5th April; Mr. Jeremiah 
MacVeagh}; to lie upon the Table. 


ASSESSMENT OF REAL ESTATE ON 
THE BASIS OF ITS MARKET VALUE. 
Copy ordered, “of Translation of 
Prussian State Documents as to the intro- 
duction of the Assessment of Real Estate 
on the basis of its Market Value for local 
purposes; Circular of Minister of Finance 
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and Minister of Interior of the 2nd day of 
October 1202, and Model Regulations 
therein referred to; Memorandum of 
1904; and Extracts from statistical tables 
accompanying it.”—(Mr. Runciman.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Motor Licences. 
CoLoneEL LONG (Worcestershire, 
Evesham): To ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether he can state 
the total amount raised during 1905 
from licences taken out for motor vehicles 


of all descriptions, including motor 
cycles. 
(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) The 


duties paid on motor cycles are not 
distinguished in the Returns for 1905 
from those paid on other two-wheeled 
vehicles (though they will be in future). 
But on motor vehicles of all other descrip- 
tions the total of the duties collected in 
1905 amounted to £61,967. 


Postmen’s Sick Benefits. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether postmen who belong to sick 
benefit clubs are treated under any 
special rules with regard to sick absence, 
and whether their sick pay is stopped 
earlier than in the case of men who do 
not belong to sick benefit societies. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 
The Answer is in the negative. 


Assistant Postmen’s Increments. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he is 
aware that in calculating the unestab- 
lished service of assistant postmen for 
special increments due to them under 
the memorandum of Ist April, 1905, 
two-thirds of the time is deducted in 
those offices where the minimum has 
been raised, although the memorandum 
states that such service shall count 
under the same conditions as it does 
for stripes, and expressly provides that 
the pay shall not be carried more than 
two increments beyond the new scale. 
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(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buaton.) 
As the minimum was raised by Is. (which | 
is the equivalent of eight months at 
Is. 6d. a year) on Ist April, 1905, it was 
decided, under the Stanley revision, to 
deduct eight months from the unestab- 
lished service rendered before 1st April, 
1905, in the case of officers appointed 
on the new scale. If this had not been 
done, a postman appointed on the 31st 
March 1905, would have been in receipt 
of less wages than a postman with similar 
unestablished service appointed on the 
Ist April, 1905. 


Questions. 


Small Holdings in County Roscommon. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §&.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether repre- 
sentations have been made to the Estates 
Commissioners, on behalf of the small 
occupiers of land in the parish of Kiltoom, 
county Roscommon, as to the general] 
desire of the people that the lands of 
Carrounolan, in the barony of Athlone, 
should be acquired for the purpose of 
enlarging the small holdings; and, in 
view of the fact that a certain portion 
of the proprietors’ interests in these 
lands is now for sale, and that this is 
the only untenanted land in the parish 
which, with this exception, has only 
small and, in many cases, uneconomic 
holdings, will he advise the Estates 
Commissioners to use their powers of 
initiating negotiations with all those 
interested in the ownership of this land 
for the purpose of making it available 
for distribution. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that the fact 
is as stated in the first part of the Ques- 
tion. The estate referred to is that of 
Williams and others, and the Commis- 
sioners have ascertained that three un- 
divided sevenths of this estate are for 
sale in the Land Judge’s Court. The 
Commissioners are not satisfied that it 
will be possible for them to purchase 
undivided shares of the estate for division 
amongst small tenants in the vicinity, 
but they are making further inquiries 
in the matter, and, if it should be found 
practicable they will issue a request 
to the Land Judge under Section 7 of 
the Act of 1903, with a view to consider- 
ing the question of purchase. 
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Dunshaughlin Labourers’ Cottage Site 
Dispute. 

Mr. SHEEHY (Meath, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the Dunshaughlin District Council 
purchased an acre of land from a Mr. 
Kelly for the purpose of building a 
labourer’s cottage on it; that since the 
cottage was built Mr. Kelly objected to 
the measurement, and claims to have a 
rood of the plot restored to him; that 
the council’s surveyor has again mea- 
sured the plot, and states that the same 
does not contain one foot more than the 
statute acre; and whether he proposes 
to take any steps to prevent the council 
giving back to Mr. Kelly any part of 
the land which they purchased from 
him with public money. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The rural 
district council purchased an acre of 
land in Mr. Kelly’s oceupation for a 
labourer’s cottage. While the cottage 
was in course of erection, Mr. Kelly took 
exception to the manner in which the 
boundaries were being marked out, and 
claimed a readjustment of the plot. The 
claim was considered and recommended 
by a committee of the district council, 
and by its officers, and is now under 
the consideration of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, who have not yet arrived 
at a decision in the matter. 


Imprisonment for Contempt of Court— 
Case of Declan Power. 


Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Declan Power, an evicted 
tenant on the Odell estate, county Water- 
ford, was recently imprisoned for con- 
tempt of court by the Land Judge on 
two occasions, the first for one year and 
four months, and the second for nine 
months; whether on the second occa- 
sion his wife was also arrested by order 
of the Land Judge and imprisoned for 
three months and twelve days for con- 
tempt of court; whether, seeing that 
the alleged contempt of court consisted 
in retaking possession of his evicted 
holding, he will say whether that offence 
is punishable by the ordinary law ; and 
whether legislation will be introduced 
to prevent the jurisdiction in contempt 
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of court cases from being applied to | 


oifences for which the ordinary law 
provides a definite penalty. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The facts 
are substantially as stated in the first 
two parts of this Question, save that 
the imprisonment did not take place 
recently, but in the years 1897 and 1900 
respectively. The offence of taking 
forcible possession is punishable by the 
ordinary law. As regards the conclud- 
ing part of the Question, I beg to refer 
to the reply which I gave to the similar 
Question of the hon. Member for North 
Sligo on 20th March,y and to what was 
said by my right hon. friend the Attor- 
ney-General in the debate on this sub- 
ject a few weeks ago.t The subject will 
not be lost sight of. 


Examination in Irish in North Galway 
Schools. 


Mr. HAZLETON (Galway, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland what provision 
at present exists for the examination of 
Irish in the schools in North Galway ; 
how many inspectors are there for the 
division competent to examine the bi- 
lingual schools; how many examiners 
are there competent to examine in 
Irish as an ordinary subject; whether 
there is only one such for each province ; 
and, if so, will he represent to the 
National Board that the provision in 
this respect is entirely inadequate. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Com- 
missioners of National Education inform 
me that North Galway is included in a 
district which is assigned to two in- 
spectors of Irish, who examine the 
schools in which the bi-lingual programme 
has been sanctioned. There is one 
special inspector of Irish, and sixteen 
other inspectors who are competent to 
examine in the subject. These inspectors 
are not assigned by provinces, but their 
Services are availed of when and where 
necessary. If this provision is shown to 
be inadequate, I have no doubt the 
National Board will endeavour to secure 
a better provision. 


t See (4) Debates, cliv., 225-7. 
t See (4) Debates, clv., G05 et seq. 
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Dromin Evicted Tenant—Daniel 
urphy. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether any 
steps have been taken to reinstate Mr- 
Daniel Murphy in his farm at Dromin, 
Killorglin, Kerry ; whether the Estates 
Commissioners have had any communica- 
tion with the occupier, Mr. Thomas 
Wharton, with regard to his giving up 
the place to the owner; and whether 
steps will be immediately taken to trans- 
fer the occupier from this farm to some 
other district. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that an ap- 
plication for reinstatement in his former 
holding has been lodged by Mr. Daniel 
Murphy, who states that the holding in 
question has been in the occupation of 
Mr. Roger Wharton since 1898. The 
owner has not up to the present instituted 
any proceedings for the sale of the 
estate, and the Commissioners have not 
yet had an opportunity of making any 
inquiries into the matter. 


Royal Irish Constabulary. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
state what is the present strength of the 
Royal Trish Constabulary ; what number 
of recruits were enrolled in the years 
1904 and 1905; whether recruiting is 
at present going on; and at what rate 
per month for 1906 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) On the 31st 
March, 1906, the latest date at which 
Returns have been compiled, the total 
number of sergeants and constables in 
the Royal Irish Constabulary was 9,481. 
The numbers of recruits enrolled in 1904 
and 1905 were fifty-two and 197 respec- 
tively. Recruiting is at present pro- 
visionally proceeding at the rate of about 
forty each month, which is no more 
than equivalent to the waste of the force. 


Special Police Service in Ireland. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will state the 
number of cases in which police are now 
stationed in special localities for alleged 
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special and exceptional duties in Ireland ; | 
on whose requisition and order are they 
so located ; and on whose recommenda- | 
tion are they retained in these alleged 
troubled districts. 


Questions. 
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mentioned for mutual advantage among 
members of the agricultural classes, and 
the Council of Agriculture are to be 
invited at their next meeting to express 
their opinion on the question of aiding 


| such methods or forms. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) Seven men 
of the reserve force are stationed in county 
Cork, and forty-eight men from other 
counties are serving in county Galway. 
These extra police were originally sent to, 
and are now retained in, the counties in 
question at the instance of the Inspector- 
General and with the approval of the 
Government. No charge in respect of 
extra police is made upon local authorities 
in county Galway, seeing that the total 
force employed in that county does not 
exceed the established strength of the 
county force. The number of extra 
police employed in Ireland is now con 
siderably smaller than it has been for 
some years. 


Report of the Estates Commissioners. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland when the Report of the Estates 
Commissioners will be circulated. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners hope to have their Report 
for the year ending March 31st last 
ready by the middle of June. 


Irish Agricultural Organisation Society. 

Mr. DILLON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
makes any grant of money, directly or 
indirectly, to the Irish Agricultural 
Organisation Society. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Depart- 
ment of Agriculture has made payments to 
the Irish Agricultural Organisation Society 
up to March last for work done by the 
Society at the request of the Department 
in connection with certain forms of 
agricultural organisation, such as agri- 
cultural banks and home _ industries’ 
societies, in respect of which no danger 
of controversy arose, and of which the 
Council of Agriculture had expressed 
their approval. It has this year been 
resolved to include provisionally other 
forms of organisation than those above- 


| N.): 


Boyle Councillor’s Election Petition. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that a demand has been made by 
the Treasury on the Rural District 
Council of Boyle for the sum of £81, the 
official expenses incurred in connection 
with a recent petition against the election 
of a district councillor for the Boyle 
urban division; whether it is in the 
absolute discretion of the Commissioner 
to grant these costs against the body of 
the ratepayers who were not guilty of any 
breach of the law; whether any, and, 
if so, what facilities are afforded the rate- 
payers of checking the account; and 
whether the Government will consider 
the wishes of the district council that 
this amount should not be levied on the 
district. Bh Agri) apg sy Bee 


“aaa 


ces 


- trea , 

(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) The 
Chief Secretary has asked me_ to 
answer this Question. It is the fact 
that a demand has been made upon 
the Boyle Rural District Council as 


rey en 
Be Pe 


stated. Under Section 101 of the Muni- 
cipal Corporations Act, 1882, these 
moneys are repayable out of the 


local rate unless the Court by which 
the petition was tried ordered that 
they should be repaid by the peti- 
tioner or the respondent. Such an 
order is within the absolute discretion 
of the Court. Under the statute above 
quoted the moneys are paid in the 
first instance by the Treasury, which 
is responsible for their correctness upon 
the facts stated by the Court. It is not 
usual to submit the detailed accounts 
to the ratepayers, but the amount paid to 
each officer engaged in the trial of the 
petition is specified in the Treasury 
certificate by which repayment is claimed. 
As the provisions of the statute as to 
repayment are imperative, the Govern- 
ment has no power to give effect to the 
wishes of the district council in the 
matter. 
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Cork Harbour Board and Public 
Monuments. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 


aware that the Cork Harbour Board | 


have granted the sum of £35, out of the 
public moneys which they administer, 
towards paying off the debt on a monu- 
ment recently erected in a public street 
in Cork in memory of certain Irishmen 
who fought to recover the independence 
of Ireland, and to encourage the youth 
of Ireland to imitate their example ; and 
whether he intends to take any action 
in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) It would 
appear from Reports which have been 
published in the newspapers that the 
facts are as stated. The Cork Harbour 
Board is not under the control of the 
Irish Government, and its accounts are 
not audited by the Local Government 
Board, who have, therefore, no power 
to question the legality of the expenditure 
referred to. 


Sparkbrook Factory Agreement. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
will state the nature of the arrangements 
inreg.rd to the manufacture of the new 
rifle embodied in the agreement for the 
sale of the Sparkbrook factory, and the 
price to be paid for each finished rifle. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane. 
As the agreement for the sale of the 
Sparkbrook factory has not yet been 
completed I am not in a position to 
give my hon. friend the detailed informa- 
tion for which he asks. 


Enfield Factory. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War, in view of the fact 
that a large plant of special machinery 
and tools is available at Enfield Factory 
for the manufacture of rifles, will he state 
why 33 per cent. more rifles are to be 
manufactured by private firms than at 
the factory at Enfield. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The usual allotment of orders to the 
trade has been supplemented by those 
given to Sparkbrook, while those given 
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|to the ordnance factories are propor- 


tionately diminished. 


Curramore Bog. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will state the date upon 
which an arbitration inquiry in reference 
to the compulsory acquisition by the 
military authorities of the bog of Curra- 
more, near Athlone, in the county of 
Roscommon, took place, and the date 
of award therein; whether a number 
of the persons to whom various sums 
were awarded have not yet been paid 
and whether he will state the cause of 
the delay. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The arbitration took place from the 
27th July to the 11th August 1903. 
The date of the awards was the 23rd 
December 1903. All persons to whom 
compensation was awarded have been 
paid. 


Manchurian War—General Ian 
Hamilton’s Report. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : To 
ask the Secretary of State for War whether 
General Ian Hamilton’s Reports on the 
War in Manchuria, supplemented by those 
of Colonel Haldane and the staff, can be 
purchased by volunteer officers or others 
desiring to study them for purposes of 
military instruction, or whether they are 
regarded by the War Office as of a con- 


fidential nature. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The books referred to are regarded as 
strictly confidential, and in view of 
this as wide a distribution has been 


‘made as was held to be practicable. 


A history of this war compiled from 
the non-confidential portions of the 
Reports is in the course of preparation 
and will be available for all officers. 


Inoculation against Enteric Fever. 

Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinress): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he has yet received 
the Report of the Committee appointed 
to consider the question as to the value 
of inoculation against enteric fever ; and, 
if so, will he lay it upon the Table of the 


House. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The final Report of the Antityphoid 
Inoculation Committee has not yet 
been received. An interim Report has, 
however, been received, and the recom- 
mendation contained therein that the 
practice of voluntary inoculation against 
enteric fever should be resumed, has 
been approved by the Army Council. 
The voluntary inoculation of men pro- 
ceeding abroad is now being carried 
out, and arrangements are being made 
for those now serving in India. I will 
lay this Report upon the Table. 


Questions. 


Compulsory School Attendance Abroad. 

Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston): To 
ask the President of the Board of Educa- 
tion, at what age compulsory attendance 
at public elementary schools begins 
in the following countries, colonies, and 
states: France, Germany, Switzerland, 
Belgium, Holland, Japan, Canada, the 
State of New York, and the State of 
Massachusetts. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 1 will 
lay upon the Table of the House, I hope 
on Monday, a statement showing the 
practice in the countries named. 


Denominational Instruction in Voluntary 
Schools. 


Mr. CLOUGH (Yorkshire, W.R., Skip- 
ton): To ask the President of the Board 
Education whether he can state the 
time per week that was actually occupied 
in imparting distinctively denomina- 
tional instruction by the teachers or 
clerics, or both, in the so-called voluntary 
schools during 1901 ; and whether he can 
state in how many of these schools the 
time so occupied did not exceed half 
an hour, one hour, and one and a half 
hours, and in how many it exceeded 
one and a half hours per week. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Board 


have no information on the subject. 


Trust Deeds of Voluntary Schools. 

Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) : 
to ask the President of the Board of Edu- 
cation, when the Return of Trust Deeds 
of Voluntary Schools, moved for at the 
beginning of the Session, may be expected 
to be in the hands of Members; and 
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House shall not be asked to go into Com- 
mittee on the Education Bill before that 
Return is presented. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) : It is not 
possible to give a date for the completion 
of the Return. The work of examining 
the trust deeds is both heavier and more 
complicated than was expected. Many 
schools have more than one trust deed 
(in some cases more than 20 deeds) 
and different parts of the same school 
and even of the same room, are subject 
to different trusts or are held on difterent 
tenures. In many cases it has been 
necessary to ask the trustees for further 
information, and in nearly 2,000 cases 
the trustees have up to now failed to 
comply with the Board’s request for the 
transmission of their deeds. As it is 
obviously desirable that a complete and 
accurate Return should eventually be 
made it is impossible to give the assurance 
which the right hon. Member asks for, 
but I am quite willing if it is desired to 
proceed with the publication of the Return 
by instalments so that the House may 
be in possession of as much information 
as possible for the Committee stage. 


Durham Mines—Storage of Explosives. 

Mr. JOHN JOHNSON (Gateshead) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been drewn to a notice issued by the 
police to the miners of Durham, altering 
the conditions upon which police certifi- 
cates for the keeping of _ blasting 
explosives, other than gunpowder, wiil be 
issued to workmen, and particularly to the 
requirements as to the provision of storage 
by the workmen; and whether in view of 
the difficulties that this order will impose 
on the workmen, he will consider the 
possibility of taking any action, by the 
issue of regulations or otherwise, I 
the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone ): 
I have seen the notice to which the hon. 
Member refers. The question of the 
keeping of explosives by miners has for 
some time engaged the consideration of 
the Department, in consequence of the 
numerous accidents caused. more es 
pecially by the practice of men taking 
explosives to their homes, and I recently 


whether he will give an assurance that the | issued _ to police forces throughout the 
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Country a circular impressing on them | 
the necessity of enforcing strictly the 
Tequirements under the Explosives Act, 
and more especially of granting certifi- 
cates for the keeping of blasting ex- 
plosives only to such men as could 
satisfy the police that they had a place 
of storage entirely under their control 
and inaccessible to other persons, and 
that otherwise they were fit persons to 
take charge of explosives. In places, 
however, where these requirements had 
not been fully enforced, the police were 
recommended to give due warning, so as 
to prevent any hardship or dislocation 
of the industry. I may add that I am 
proposing to bring the whole question of 
the use and keeping of explosives for 
blasting purposes in mines and quarries 
under the consideration of the Royal 
Commission of Mines which is shortly 
to be appointed. 


Telephone Service and the Fruit 
Industry. 

Mr. H. H. MARKS (Kent Thanet) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he can take measures to give effect to 
the recommendation of the Departmental 
Committee of the Board of Agriculture | 
on the Fruit Industry, that the telephone 
service should be further extended in | 
country distrets. 


(Answered by Mr Sydney Buzton.): I 
have been in communication with the 
Board of Agriculture as to the best means 
of extending the telephone system in 
the fruit-growing districts of the country ; 
and the circumstances of particular 
districts, to which the Board has drawn 
my attention, are being investigated. 
During the last two vears the Post Office 
has opened 127 exchanges in country 
districts, and a considerable number of 
others are being constructed. I hope that 
the arrangement lately announced by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, under which 
the Post Office will assume two-thirds of 
the liability under guarantees for the 
extension of the telephone trunk wire 
system, will facilitate such extensions. 


Kiveton Park Colliery Post Office. 

Mr. CHARLES NICHOLSON (York- 
shire, W.R., Doncaster): To ask the 
Postmaster-General if his attention has 
been called to the application made by 
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the parish council of Wales, Kiveton 
Park, near Sheffield, to have the Kiveton 
Park Colliery post office made a postal 
telegraph office as well; whether he is 
aware that the parish council of Wales 
have offered to guarantee the authorities 
against loss under the provisions of The 
Post Office Amendment Act, 1895; and 
what steps he proposes to take, if any, 
to meet the request of the Wales parish 
council. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton): I 
have inquired into the matter. The 
Wales Parish Council have offered the 
usual guarantee for the extension of 
telegraph business to the post office at 
Kiveton Park Colliery. I find, however, 
that the nearest telegraph office is only 
about three-quarters of a mile distant, 
that the transaction of telegraph business 
there is at present unremunerative, and 
that the number of telegrams which 
would probably be sent from the proposed 
new office is less than three a week. 
Under these circumstances I regret that I 
should not be justified in complying with 
the request of the parish council. 


Bix Postmistress’ Pay. 

Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Henley) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
is aware that in the parish of Bix, near 
Henley-on-Thames, the total sum paid 
for hire of post office, with light, firing, 
etc., and the services of the postmistress 
is £10 15s. a year, or rather more than 
6d. a day, and that for this remuneration 


‘the postmistress has to be on duty from 


6.50 am. to 8 p.m. on weekdays and 
6.50 a.m. to 10 a.m. and 11.30 a.m. to 
11.50 a.m. on Sundays, making a week of 
843 hours; and whether he will take steps 
to increase the remuneration. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton): 
The emolument of the sub-postmistress 
of Bix appear to be as stated by the hon. 
Member. The  sub-postmistress, like 
most sub-postmasters and _ sub-post- 
mistresses in charge of commission sub- 
offices, has a private business. The 
amounts such sub-postmasters receive 
from the Post Office, in the form of com- 
mission on the comparatively few simple 
duties they perform for the Department 
are merely adjuncts to the income de- 
rived from their ordinary business. The 








699 


period during which the sub-postmistress 
of Bix provides for attendance for Post 
Office work of necessity covers a good 
many hours per diem, but it is not to be 
assumed that the work occupies any very 
large portion of this time. The Select 
Committee will consider the question 
of the emoluments of the sub-post- 
masters. 


Questions. 


Locomotive Spark Arresters. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham W.): To 
ask the hon. Member for South Somerset 
as representing the President of the 
Board of Agriculture, whether his 
attention has been drawn to an invention 
described as aspark arrester for locomo- 
tives, concerning which a Paper was read 
before the council of the Midland Counties 
Institution of Engineers at Nottingham 
in September last ; and whether he will 
cause an inquiry to be made into the 
value of this invention as a means of 
preventing damage by fire to hedges 
and fields adjacent to railways. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd - George) : 
My hon. friend has asked me to reply to 
this Question. The attention of the 
Board of Trade has been called to the 
invention referred to, and the Paper 
respecting it has been seen by the techni- 
cal officers of the Board. The adoption 
of any particular appliance of this 
character is, however, a matter for the 
consideration of the several railway 
companies. 


Inspection of Railway Offices. 

Mr. WARDLE (Stockport): To ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether local sanitary or factory 
inspectors have powers of inspection in 
the case of railway offices or other 
buildings on railway property. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) I 
presume my hon. friend has in view cases 
of the kind to which he referred in his 
Question of the 28th March. If, then, he 
refers to buildings used as workplaces 
for clerks or others in similar employ- 
ment and alleged to be so overcrowded 
while work is carried on as to be dangerous 
or injurious to the health of those em- 
ployed, the circumstances might be such 
as to enable the local authority to use the 
powers of entry and inspection conferred 
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by the Public Health Acts. Any question 
as to the powers of the factory inspectors 
would be a matter for the Home Secre- 
tary. 

Poor Law Settlements. 

Mr. STAVELEY HILL (Staffordshire 
Kingswinford). To ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether his 
attention has been called to the present 
position as to settlements of poor persons 
in parishes divided under the operation 
of Section 1 (3) 36 (1) or 36 (2) of The 
Local Government Act, 1894; and 
whether he will propose some remedy to 
meet the cases in which persons have lost 
their settlement by reason of the division 
of the parish in which they were born or 
have derived a settlement, and will he 
consult the law officers of the Crown. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) The 
hon. Member asked me an almost pre- 
cisely similar Question on the 9th April,+ 
and I would refer him to the Answer I 
then gave. I have further considered 
the matter, but it does not seem to me to 
be necessary to consult the law officers on 
the subject. 


Assistant Clerks’ Superannuation. 

Mr. SNOWDEN (Blackburn): To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury if, seeing 
that senior assistant clerks are only 
allowed to count one-half of their un- 
established service towards superanua- 
tion, and as the present plan of stating in 
the estimates the service ranking for 
pension only is misleading, he will in 
future, until such time as this class are 
allowed to count their full service, 
introduce into the estimates a column 
showing the years of unestablished as 
well as the established service of clerks 
awarded pensions. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) Thesug- 
gestion put forward by the hon. Member 
has been carefully considered, but the 
conclusion has been come to that it would 
not be expedient to insert in the estimates 
any particulars of service other than 
those upon which the award of pension 
is based. 


Salmon Fishery Legislation. 
Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs): To ask the Secretary for 


+ See (4) Debates, elv., 995-6. 
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Scotland whether he can give any indica- | 


tion of his intentions with respect to 
salmon fishery legislation. 
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Exchejuer what have been the gross and 


Questions. 


‘net receipts during the financial year 
| 1905-6 from the duties on sugar, glucose, 


/molasses, saccharine, and articles con- 


(Answered by Mr. Sinclair.) I regret 
that at present it is not possible for me 
to undertake to introduce legislation 
upon this subject this session. 


Custom’s Duties on Sweetstuffs. 


taining sugar or sweetening matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Aseuith.) The gross 
and net receipts of Customs and Excise 
duties on sugar, molasses, glucose, sac- 
charine, and articles containing sugar, 


























Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, during the financial year 1905-6, 
E.): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the were— 
Gross. Net. 
I.—Customs. 
£ £ 
Sugar, raw and refined, British and Foreign 5,859,778 5,723,458 
Glucose - - - - - - 163,630 160,882 
Molasses, British and Foreign - 140,211 139,641 
Saccharine - - - - - - 40,080 39,596 
Articles containing sugar. - 115,201 114,375 
6,318,900 6,177,952 
I].—Excise. i “ee 
Glucose - - - - : 91,460 89,496 
saccharine - - - - - 13,144 13,144 
104,604 102,640 
Tos % -  -| 6,423,504 6,280,592 





Irish Land Commission Staff. | 

Mr. MEEHAN (Queen’s County, Leix) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | 
lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a gentleman named Wilkinson 
has recently been appointed to a position 
in the Irish Land Commission at a salary 
of £300 per annum, and that the duties 
performed by this gentleman were pre- 
viously discharged by a boy clerk at 
l6s. per week; and will he state the 
reason for this appointment, and say 


VOL. CLVI. [Fourts Series. ] 


what are the qualifications and previous 
occupations of Mr. Wilkinson. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) Mr. W. F. 
Wilkinson was, on December 15th, 1905, 
appointed assistant to the clerk in charge 
of the department for the collection of 
interest in lieu of rent, at the salary 
stated in the Question. He is a skilled 
accountant who served his apprenticeship 


under a firm of public accountants, and 


had many years experience as managing 


2C 
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clerk to a firm of land agents, with a 
large clerical staff under his control. 
The staff of the department in question 
consists of forty clerks, who are under 
the control of the clerk in charge and 
his assistant. It is not the fact that the 
duties of such assistant were previously 
discharged by a boy clerk. The depart- 
ment in question is one of considerable 
importance; the number of payers of 
interest is now about 80,000 and is daily 
increasing, and a large clerical staff, 
under adequate supervision, is required 
for the duties of the department. 


Questions. 


Meetings of the Irish Congested 
Districts Board. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
the number of meetings which have been 
held by the Congested Districts Board 
within the last two years, and who 
attended those meetings. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) During the 
two years from May, 1904, to April, 1906, 
thirty meetings of the Congested Districts 
Board were held. The following state- 
ment gives the number of attendances 
of the different members at these meet- 
ings:—Mr. Wyndham, 2; Mr. Long, 5; 
Mr. Bryce, 1; Sir Antony MacDonnell, 
23; Most Rev. Dr. O’Donnell, 17; Lord 
Shaftesbury, 13; Sir Horace Plunkett, 
21; Mr. Kennedy, 25; Mr. Geoghegan 
23; Mr. Green, 25; Rev. Dr. O’Hara, 20. 
Attendances at committee meetings, 
which usually occupy two days before 
each sitting of the Board, are not included 
in this statement, 


Congested Districts Board and Inspection 
of Estates. 

Dr. AMBROSE: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether any members of the 
Congested Districts Board ever inspected 
estates which were about to be or which 
have been purchased by the Board ; if so, 
what are the names of the estates and 
what members of the Board inspected 
them; have any members of the Board 
ever interviewed the intending occupiers 
of new holdings under the Board, with a 
view to their fitness for such holdings ; if 
so, who are the members; have any 
members of the Board ever visited the 
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residents of uneconomic holdings, for 
whose benefit the Congested Districts 
Act was passed ; and, if so, what are the 
names of those members, and what 
localities have been visited by them. 4 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) Members of 
the Congested Districts Board have 
frequently inspected estates purchased 
by them, but no records of such visits 
have been kept. It is not the practice of 
the Board to visit estates before pur- 
chasing them; when considering such 
purchases they have before them full 
reports and valuations prepared by the 
chief land inspector, who is assisted by 
other expert valuers in the Board’s 
service. The Board have now under 
consideration the means whereby their 


valuations may harmonise with the 
valuations of the Estates Commis- 


sioners. It is not the practice of the 
Board to interview intending occupiers 
of new holdings, but when visiting estates 
which have been purchased the Board 
have at times visited occupiers of un- 
economic buildings. No records of such 
visits have been kept. 


Duties of Attendants_at the National 
Library of Ireland. 

Mr. HAZLETON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether some of the attendants 
in the National Library of Ireland are 
called upon to do clerical and other work, 
outside their ordinary duties, without 
extra remuneration ; and, if so, whether 
steps will be taken to see that they are 
paid for such work, as is the case, under 
similar circumstances, in the British 
Museum. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 am in- 
formed that no attendant in the National 
Library of Ireland is called upon to do 
any work beyond his ordinary duties as 
an attendant or outside the established 
hours. 


Yeomanry Canteens. 
Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Strand, Wist- 


minster): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he is aware that 
an order has been issued forbidding 


the sale of spirituous liquors in the 
canteens of Imperial Yeomanry Regi- 


'ments when out for annual training ; 
' 
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whether unfavourable reports have been 
received upon the management of such 
canteens in previous years; and, if not, 
whether he will cause the order to be 
cancelled. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The Imperial Yeomanry, when out for 
training, are under military law, and, as 
recards their canteens, are subject to the 
same rules as govern the canteens of the 
regular Army and Militia. Under these 
rules the sale of spirituous liquors of any 
description is prohibited at home. No 
unfavourable reports upon the manage- 
ment of Yeomanry canteens have been 
received in previous years, 


St. Helena Garrison. 

Mr. W. F. D. SMITH: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can say upon what date the garrison of 
St. Helena will be withdrawn. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The garrison of St. Helena will be with- 
drawn in the autumn. 


Ecclesiastical Disorders Commission— 
Publication of Report. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swa sea 
District): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can state when 
the Report of the Royal Commission on 
Ecclesiastical Disorders will be published. 


(Answered by Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 
man.) 1 must refer my hon. friend to the 
Answer I gave yesterday to a similar 
Question. 


Description of Foreign made Jam. 

Mr. H. H. MARKS: To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether it is 
the intention of the Government to give 
effect to the recommendation of the 
Departmental Committee of the Board of 
Agriculture on the Fruit Industry, that 
jam made wholly or in part from foreign 
fruit should have this fact clearly stated 
on the label of every pot or jar in which 
it is sold, 


Answered by Sir H, Campbell-Banner- 
man.) No effect could be given to 
this recommendation without legislation 
amending the Merchandise Marks Act, 


t See col. 578. 
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and such legislation could not be confined 
to a single article such as jam. [am not 
prepayed to introduce a measure of this 


kind. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Repatriation of Chinese Coolies—Govern- 
ment Proclamation. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : 

I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 

State for the Colonies whether he is 

now able to state the steps that have 

been or will be taken with a view to 

carry out the pledges of the Government 

in regard to the repatriation of the 
Chinese coolies in South Africa, 


THEUNDER-SECRETARY of STATE 
FoR THE COLONIES (Mr. CHURCHILL, 
Manchester, N.W.): The Secretary of 
State has approved the issue of a notice 
this week, in the following terms :— 
‘Notification addressed to Chinese In- 
dentured Labourers on the Witwaters- 
rand Gold Mines. Although when you 
enlisted in China for the Transvaal you 
were informed that you were engaging 
yourselves to work on gold mines and 
you entered into a contract to that effect, 
it has come to my ears that certain 
amongst you, not appreciating the con- 
ditions under which mining is carried 
on in this country, are discontented in 
spirit. There may also be others who, 
unaccustomed to strenuous manual labour, 
tind themselves on arrival in a_ position 
of difficulty. Cases such as these give 
rise to feelings of compassion. Now you 
all know that in terms of Clause 14 of 
your contract any labourer may at any 
time terminate the contract without 
assigning any reason on tendering to 
his employer the expenses incurred in 
introducing him into the ‘Transvaal, 
together with a sum sufficient to defray 
the expenditure necessary in returning 
him. This is a provision of which you 
can all avail yourselves, and it cannot 


be said that you are detained here 
against your will. Perhaps, however, 


some of you who are anxious to return 
may not have earned the wherewithal 
to enable you to do so, If this be the 
case, lam willing to receive any state- 
ments you who really wish to leave the 
Transvaal may have to make, and after 
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a review of circumstances to consider 
whether or not I would be prepared to 
recommend Government to be generous 
to you and not to insist on the full pay- 
ment required from you by your con- 
tract. An exceptional act of benevolence 
of this kind ought to command your 
gratitude. 


Questions. 


{COMMONS} 


In sending in your petitions, | 


however, you must clearly inform me | 


of the motives which influenced you in 
the first instance to enlist and now 
influence you in wishing to return to 
China, of the amount of monthly wages 
you earn, of the class of work on which 
you are engaged, and of the money you 
have saved. If circumstances appear to 
me to warrant it, I will take note of and 
register the application, but the applicant 
will thereafter have to make an honest 
effort by working on his mine to earn 
a contribution towards his expenses. Of 
such honest effort I will constitute my- 
self the judge, and should any fail in 
this respect his application will be can- 
celled. On receipt of the applications 
from the various mines I will carefully 
weigh each individual case and decide 
which of them are deserving of the 
generous consideration of the Govern- 
ment and entitled to this favoured treat- 
ment. It must be understood that no 


one who has not served in the Transvaal | 


for at least six months need apply ; for 
you all know that beginnings are not 
easy, and any one undertaking work 
partaking of a novel character cannot 
be in a position to judge whether or not 
he is fit for it uutil he has given it a 
fair trial. The obvious duty of all who 
desire to return to China is to save 
money and avail themselves of the 
provisions of the 14th Clause in their 
contract of service. Still, force of 
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Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam): By whom will the notice be 
signed ? 


Questions. 


Mr. CHURCHILL : It will be signed 
by the Superintendent of Foreign 
Labour. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Am I to understand 
that each individual Chinaman will have 
personally to convince the Superintendent 
of Foreign Labour on the point before he 
is allowed to go, or will the manager of 
the mines have anything to say in 
the matter ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I should not 
imagine that the manager of the mine 
will come into the question at all. Ifa 
coolie makes his application and is able to 
convince the Superintendent of Foreign 
Labour that he has a bond fide desire to 
return to China, he will be allowed to 
return whether it is the wish of the mine 
manager that he should return or not. 
And we have Lord Selborne’s personal 
guarantee that the machinery of the offer 
which is now made will be carried out in 
a genuine and honest spirit, and with 
every desire to give full eifect to the in- 
tentions of His Majesty’s Government 
that no man who earnestly and honestly 
desires to return to China shall be kept 
under those conditions against his will. 


Masor SEELY (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby): May I ask what length of 


‘time it is contemplated by His Majesty’s 


circumstances may be against some of 


you, and [ am willing to consider genuine 
applications with a view to rendering 
assistance. I solemnly warn you that 
any attempt to deceive me by misrepre- 


Government that a Chinaman should 
continue to work in order to show, in 
accordance with the terms of the notice 
read out, that he is anxious to return to 
China ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: ‘The length of 


time is not definitely stated in the pro- 


clamation, but it is quite clear that no 


| period of probation which will have the 


sentations which are punishable by the | 


law of the Transvaal will be dealt with 
accordingly, And it must further be 
distinctly borne in mind by all who 
make application as a result of this notice 


that, if allowed to return to China, | 


they will never, under any circumstances, 
be allowed to re-enter the Transvaal, and 
that steps will be taken severely to 


punish anyone who attempts to do so.” | 


[ ought to add, of course this notice will 
be published in Chinese. 


effect of taking away with one hand what 
is offered with the other will be consented 
to by His Majesty’s Government. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.) :. When will 


the proclamation come into force ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: It will be posted 
before the end of this week, or in’ the 
early days of next week. 


Caprain CRAIG (Down, E.): I desire 
to ask whether, if a Chinaman represents 
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to the Superintendent of Foreign Labour 
that the conditions under which he has 
been invited out to South Africa to work 
in the mines constitute a condition of 
slavery, that will be sufficient to enable 
him to go back to China ! 


Mr. CHURCHILL; I think the Ques- | 


ie quarter of an hour has already been 


tion of the hon. Gentleman is fully covered 
by the terms of the proclamation. I 
believe the notice is to be posted ina 
conspicuous position, so that the Chinese 
will have no difficulty in having access to 
it at all the mines on the Witwatersrand 
reer, 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
Has this proclamation yet been trans- 
mitted to South Africa ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The terms of the 
proclamation have been most carefully 
arranged by Lord Selborne, and have 
received the sanction of the Secretary of 
State here. Until the Secretary of State 
sanctioned them I was not able to lay the 
terms of the proclamation before the 
House. The Secretary of State has now 
sanctioned them, and the policy that will 
follow from the proclamation will be 
carried into operative effect. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Is it possible to 
cast the proclamation in language simpler 
and more to the point ! 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I do not pretend 
to be a judge of the simplicity of language, 
but, if | may venture on a lay opinion, | 
would say that I do not see in what terms 
it would be possible more accurately to 
convey the offer which His Majesty's 
Government intend to convey to the 
coolie than in the terms which Lord Sel- 
borne has chosen. I have every reason 
to believe that the terms, addressed as 
they are to Chinese coolies, who enter- 
tain perhaps a somewhat different opinion 
of the influence and character of the 
Government from what we in this coun- 
try are accustomed to do, will have the 
effect which His Majesty's Government 
contemplate, and which they desire. 


Mr. BOTTOMLEY (Hackney, 8.) : Am 
I to understand that the only ground on 
which a coolie may be sent back at the 
expense of the State is that the Superin- 
tendent of Foreign Labour is to be satis- 
fied that he is unfit for the work 4 
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| Mr. CHURCHILL: No, Sir, but that 


| he has a genuine and earnest desire to 
return to China. 


Other hon. Members 
further Questions. 


| rose to ask 
| 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! Nearly 


taken up by this Question, and it is not 
fair to other hon. Gentlemen who have 
| Questions on the Paper to continue these 
| supplementary Questions. 


| 





Johannesburg Chamber of Mines. 
Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
| I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
|State for the Colonies whether the 
| Government has received a communica- 
/tion from the Chamber of Mines of 
| Johannesburg, through the Lieutenant- 
| Governor, concerning the new regulation 
| requiring notices to be posted in the 
mines informing the coolies that they 
|may be repatriated during their term of 
| contract ; if so, what was the exact nature 
|of the communication ; and what reply 


| did the Government make. 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 





| Mr. CHURCHILL: A memorandum 
| from the Chamber of Mines on the sub- 
| ject has been transmitted to the Secretary 
lof State, but has not yet arrived though 
'the important parts have been tele- 
'graphed. No answer bas as yet been 
sent, and [am not able to state the nature 
lof the communication at present. I may 
‘add that it is not clear to the Secretary 
of State, as yet, whether the communica- 
tion is of a confidential character. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER: May I ask 
if the Secretary of State will not take 
into consideration the question of delaying 
the Proclamation just read until the com- 
munication has been received ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No, Sir. The 
Proclamation has been delayed long 
| enough. 


Disturbances in Brunei. 
| Sirk EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) : 
| I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
| Foreign Affairs whether he has any in- 
| formation to communicate to the House, 
| from the British Resident in Brunei, con- 
cerning the disturbances which have 
irecently occurred within the Sultan of 
| Brunei's territory ; will he state what the 
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area and the present population of this{ but the Answer given yesterday? has 
sultanate is; and whether, seeing that | already explained the nature of the Con- 


1z 





Brunei is enveloped and enclosed on the | vention with China. 


landward side by the territory of H.H. 
the Rajah of Sarawak, would he state the 


number of the Malay natives who, during | 


the last ten years, have fled from Brunei 
to settle in Sarawak; and whether and 
how often the flag of Sarawak has been 
hoisted by the natives in Brunei. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No official in- 
formation has been received as to any 
disturbances in Brunei, but the Resident 
will be asked for a report ; no statistics 


are in existence, but the area of the sul- | 


tanate is estimated at 4,000 square miles, 


and the population at about 30,000 ; it | 


would be impossible to give accurate 
details as to the number of natives who 
have migrated from Brunei to Sarawak 
territory, but the Resident will be asked 
if he has any information; I am_ not 


aware that the Sarawak flag has ever | 


been hoisted in Brunei except by in- 


dividuals who for personal reasons claimed | 


the protection of that State. 


Government Arms Factories in India. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India, having regard to the fact that the 


Government of India have facilities for | 


the manufacture of small arms in Govern- 
ment factories, will arrangements be 
made for the new short rifles required for 
Indian troops to be made in India. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Jonx Mortey, Montrose 
Burghs): The Government factories in 


India will make a proportion of the new | 


short rifles required for the Army in 
India. The capacity of the factories is not 


sufticient to make the whole number re- 


quired within a reasonable period. 


Papers on Tibet. 
Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India if he can now lay upon the Table 
further Papers with reference to the agree- 
ment with Tibet. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : Papers will be 
laid as soon as the ratifications of the con- 
vention for the adhesion of China to the 
Tibet Convention have been exchanged, 


Indian Provincial Settlements. 
*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
‘I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether Madras and the United 
| Provinces are to continue, in respect of 
their provincial contracts with the 
Government of India, to receive a quarter 
share of their growing revenues, plus an 
additional assignment, as compared with 
the half share of growing revenues 
'enjoyed by other provinces under the 
like contracts. 


| 
| 


| 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: The _ pro- 
vincial settlements are made after full 
discussion in each case between the 
Government of India and the Provincial 
Government ; and so far as I am aware 
it is not at present intended that the 
settlements which were made in 1904 
with Madras and the United Provinces 
shall be modified. 


Indian Trade Journal. 

Mr. REES: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether the Indian 
Trade Journal, lately established by the 
Commercial Department of the Govern- 
ment of India, is intended to be of a 
permanent character. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: I understand 
that the journal is intended to be a 
permanent feature of the system of com- 
mercial intelligence which the Govern- 
ment of India have lately organised, 
though as to form and contents it may 
be regarded as being in the experimental 
stage. 


The Congo Free State. 
| *Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
‘shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
| whether His Majesty’s Government have 
information to the effect that King 
Leopold has declined to sign the decrees 
submitted by the Commission of Reforms 
| appointed by the sovereign of the Congo 
| State in consequence of the Report of the 
| Commission of Inquiry, or has_ in lieu of 
signature, transmitted the decree to 


Governor Wahis for advice; whether, 
having regard to the correspondence 
+ See Col. 553. 
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between His Majesty’s Government and 
the Government of the Congo State at 
the time when the Commission of Inquiry 
was appointed, and to the fact that the 
Congo Report substantiates the  state- 
ments made by the then Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, which formed 
the subject of the British Note of August 
sth, 1903, and in view of the delay that 
has occurred, His Majesty’s Government 
contemplate any further immediate 
action; and whether the policy of 
entering into communication with the 
Government of Belgium upon the subject 
of the future of the Congo has been 
considered, there being a Government 
Bill before the Belgian Parliament to the 
general policy of which His Majesty’s 
Government have stated in the House of 
Commons that they are favourable. 


Mr. NOLAN (Louth, $.): Before the 
right hon. Gentleman rises I should like 
to ask him the following Question, of 
which I have given him private notice :— 
Whether His Majesty’s Government has 
any official knowledge that King Leopold 
has refused to sign the recommendations 
of the Commission on Reforms in the 
Congo Free State; whether he considers 
there is anything unreasonable in the 
desire of King Leopald to consult the 
responsible Governor of the Congo Free 
State before finally authorising the 
reforms recommended by the Commission ; 
whether he considers His Majesty’s 
Government have any greater right to 
interfere in the affairs of the Congo Free 
State than it had to prevent the shooting 
in cold blood in Natal of two batches of 
unarmed prisoners, subjects of His 
Majesty, by His Majesty’s troops, 
without trial by law. 


*\In. SPEAKER: 
Is not a proper one. 
fact, but of opinion. 


That last Question 
It is not one of 


Mr. NOLAN: I wish further to ask 
whether there is any evidence before 
the House that the reports of atrocities 
circulated amongst Members of this 
House by the Congo Reform Association 
are other than gross exaggerations or 
baseless calumnies, as stated on the 
authority of independent witnesses of 
the highest character ? And whether he 
does not think His Majesty’s Government 
has enough trouble on haad on the 
African continent, in connection with 
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Egypt, Natal, and Nigeria, without going 
in search of further trouble in the 
territories of independent foreign states. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 
matter of opinion. 


That again is a 


Mr. McKEAN (Monaghan, S.): Be- 
fore answering the Question of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Forest of Dean will the right hon. 
Baronet the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs say whether it is the 
fact that the decrees of the Commission 
of Reforms referred to in the Question 
have only been submitted a month ago ; 
whether therefore it is reasonable to 
expect that reforms of the most far- 
reaching character can be approved and 
determined on without due examination 
and inquiry as to their necessity and 
advisability ; also whether it is not the fact 
that the Congo Free State is a Sovereign 
State ; whether therefore, in accordance 
with International Law, the intervention 
on the part of His Majesty’s Government 
suggested by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Forest of Dean is 
not absolutely barred; and whether this 
view is not supported by the opinion of 
Mr. Root, Secretary of State for the 
United States of America, expressed in his 
letter bearing date February 28th, 1906, 
addressed to Mr. Denby, Member of 
Congress ; and whether under all these 
circumstances the right hon. Baronet will 
decline to advise His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to take any further action in the 
matter ! 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Notice should be 
given of this Question. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarb 
Grey, Northumberland, Berwick): Both 
supplementary Questions contain so much 
matter that it is desirable I should have 
due notice before attempting to answer 
them. I may say I have not received the 
notice sent me by the hon. Member for 
South Louth. In reply to the Question 
of the right hon. Baronet I have to say 
that our own opinion as to the great 
desirability of not delaying the Reforms 
has already been made known to the 
Congo Government. We cannot enter 
into communication with the Belgian 
Government until they are willing to be 
concerned ; but as a matter of fact if they . 
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accepted responsibility for the Congo 
State, it would be a guarantee of reform 
and good government which would be 
very welcome. 


Questions, 


Capitulations of Egypt—Lord Cromer’s. 
Proposals. 

Mr. GOOCH (Bath): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether His Majesty’s Government 
approve Lord Cromer’s proposals for the 
modification of the capitulations in 
Egypt ; and, if so, when they intend to 
bring them before the notice of the 
Powers concerned. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: It will be 


seen, on reference to Lord Cromer’s 
Report (page 3), that his remarks 
respecting the modification of the 


capitulations are made in order to elicit 
an expression of local opinion which 
will be fully and impartially considered 
before any final and more detailed 
proposals are laid before His Majesty’s 
Government. Any expression of opinion 
on the part of His Majesty’s Government 
at this stage would, therefore, be 
premature ; what they desire is that the 
question to which Lord Cromer has 
called attention should receive attentive 
and impartial consideration, with a view 
to securing eventually reforms, which 
will be both effective and acceptable. 


Income-Tax. 

Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether, in the Com- 
mittee which he proposes to appoint to 
consider the question of the graduation 
and differentiation of the Income-tax, he 
will be prepared to refer to that Com 
mittee the question as to whether a 
general tax on capital (to be graduated) 
might besubstituted instead ofthe Income- 
tax, as is the case in the United States of 
America and many of our own colonies. 


THe CHANCELLOR oF tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asquitn, Fifeshire, E.) : 
The reference to the Committee will be to 
consider the practicability of graduating 
the amount of the tax and of differen- 
tiating between permanent and precarious 
incomes. It will be for the Committee to 
determine whether the investigation of 
such a question as that referred to by my 
hon. friend will help them in forming 
their conclusions, 
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Royal Prerogative of Mercy. 

Mr. BOTTOMLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he can state the number 
of persons who have been released from 
prison, or whose sentences have been 
modified upon the advice of the Home 
Office, since the release of Mr. Adolf 
Beck ; and whether he will give the 
names of the judges or magistrates by 
whom such persons were sentenced. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Grap- 
STONE, Leeds, W.) : The Judicial Statistics 
give, every year, the numbers of, and 
some particulars relating to, the cases 
in which the prerogative of mercy is 
exercised on the advice of the Secretary 
of State ; but I cannot undertake to give 
the names of the Judges and of the 
magistrates composing the Courts by 
whom these prisoners were sentenced. 


Servants’ Registry Office Fees. 

Mr. SNOWDEN (Blackburn) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if, in consequence of 
the frequency of cases of excessive fees 
charged by registry offices to male 
applicants for situations, and the declara- 
tions of the police of their powerlessness 
to interfere under the existing law in 
such cases, he will consider the desira- 
bility of amending the law relating to 
employment agencies so that it shall 
include registries for males, and so as 
to fix the scale of charges at a registry 
office, as is done in certain foreign 
countries. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I have no infor- 
mation before me at present which would 
point to the desirability of regulating the 
charges made at registry offices. At 
present registry offices are not regulated 
by the general law at all, though as the 
hon. Member is perhaps aware, certain 
powers of control in regard to employ- 
ment agencies for women have been 
obtained by London and also by Man- 
chester in private Acts. The question 
of the regulation of employment agencies 
is no doubt an important one, and [ shall 
be happy to consider any facts that may 
be laid before me. 


German Gipsies in Scotland. 
Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
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State for the Home Department whether 
he is aware of the concern caused in Leith 
and elsewhere in Scotland by the arrival 
of further detachments of German gipsies ; 
and whether he will take steps to guard 
against the evasion of a leading provision 
of the Aliens Act. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I can only refer 
my hon. friend to the Answer I gave 
yesterday to the hon. Member for North 
Ayrshire, + to which I have nothing to 
add. 


Factory Inspectors’ Certificates. 

Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
drawn to the difference in the certi- 
ficates issued to assistant inspectors 
in 1893 by the then Home Secretary 
and those issued in 1902, the former 
empowering assistants to inspect all 
factories and workshops and the latter 
limiting their inspection to workshops 
only ; and whether he would reissue the 
former certificates to assistants whose 
period of service and efficiency would, in 
his opinion, qualify them for exercising 
the larger powers. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: Yes, the form 
of certificate was changed in 1897, but in 
order to prevent misunderstandings, and 
not as a result of any change in the 
duties assigned to the assistants. From 
the time the class was instituted in 1893, 
the duties of the assistants have been 
confined to workshops and they never 
have inspected factories. As regards the 
suggestion in the last part of the Question, 
I may say that the question of the position 
and duties of the assistants is now under 
ny consideration. 


Assistant Factory Inspectors’ Allowances. 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department upon what principle 
the extra allowance of £25 has been alloted 
to ten assistant factory inspectors; and 
whether he proposes to limit the number 
who receive this extra allowance to ten. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: On the recom- 
mendation of my _ predecessor, the 
lreasury recently sanctioned the grant 





t See Col. 554. 
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of ten allowances (including one already 

'in existence) of £25, to be given 
to assistants doing specially responsible 
work. ‘The assistants to whom the allow- 
ances have been alloted were selected 
after due consideration of the qualifica- 
tions and length of service of the different 
members of the class. As I have already 
stated the question of the position of the 
inspector’s assistants is now under my 
consideration. 


Local Education Authorities. 

Dr. MACNAMARA : I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether, if any munieipal 
authority, the London County Council, 
or any provincial council, being a 
local education authority under the 
Education Acts of 1902 and 1903 desire 
at any time to increase its membership 
with a view to the better control of the 
public education in its area, it would-be 
competent to do so under any existing 
statute or statutes; and, if so, whether he 
will indicate such statute or statutes, and 


state further the course which such 
municipal authority would need to 
pursue. 


THe PRESIDENT or THe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Jonn 
Burns, Battersea): The local bodies 
referred to cannot themselves alter the 
number of their members. The number 
of members of the London County 
Council is fixed by the Local Government 
Act, 1888, and legislation would probably 
be necessary to alter it. The number of 
members of any other county council 
could be altered by the Local Government 
Board on a representation under Section 
54 of the Act, and a county council can 
alter the number of members of the 
council of any urban district other thana 
borough. The number of members of a 
town council cannot usually be altered, 
unless in connection with an alteration of 
the borough or its division into wards. 


London Water Supply. 

Mr. STRAUS (Tower Hamlets, Mile 
End): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether, with 
the view of improving the London water 
supplies, he will consider the advisability 
of compelling, by legislation or otherwise, 
the use of the process now in existence, 
which is capable of dealing satisfactorily 
, With contaminated water by completely 
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destroying all pathogenic _ bacteria 
remaining in the supply after sand 


filtration. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I am not sure 
what is the particular process to which 
my hon. friend refers. The Metropolitan 
Water Board have before them the 
question of the research work to be 
undertaken with a view to determining 
whether the present system of purifica- 
tion of the London water cannot be still 
further improved, and every practicable 
means of obtaining the best results will, 
no doubt, be thoroughly investigated. 
The matter does not appear to me to be 
one for compulsory action by legislation, 
or otherwise, at the present time. 


Woodford and Wanstead Joint Hospital. 
Mr. SIMON (Essex, Walthamstow) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether a request 
was received by the Local Government 
Board from the Woodford Urban District 
Council for the issue of a Provisional 
Order authorising the provision of a 
joint hospital for the districts of Wood- 
ford and Wanstead; if so, what was 
the date of the request ; when were the 
preliminary formalities complied with ; 
when was the local inquiry held; did 
the Board decide to issue a Provisional 
Order; if so, when was that decision 
arrived at; and what is the explanation 
of the delay in communicating this 
decision to the local authority and in 
carrying the decision out into law. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: The original 
application for the Provisional Order 
came from both the Woodford and 
Wanstead Urban District Councils, and 
was made in February, 1902. The Local 
Government Board directed an inquiry 
to be held, but at the instance of the 
Wanstead District Council it was deferred 
to enable the parties to agree on the 
terms of the proposed Order. They 
failed, however, to agree, and ultimately 
the Wanstead Urban District Council 
withdrew their application. Some action 
was taken by the Essex County Council 
with a view to forming a hospital district 
and, with the concurrence of the Wood- 
ford District Council, the inquiry as to 
the Provisional Order was postponed 
pending the decision of the county coun- 
cil on this scheme, and it was not until 
the autumn of 1904 that the case was 
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ready for an inquiry as to the Provisional 
Order to be held. It took place on 
November 30th, 1904. After the inquiry 
the Board had some correspondence with 
the parties, but there was considerable 
opposition to the proposal and no definite 
decision was arrived at. The case has 
recently been again under consideration, 
There are difficulties with regard to it, 
but a communication will very shortly 
be made to the local authorities definitely 
deciding the matter. 


Disabled Soldiers and Sailors. 

Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Hen- 
ley): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he can 
now inform the House that steps will be 
taken to prevent paupers, whose desti- 
tution is due to injuries received during 
their service in His Majesty's forces, 
from being chargeable to local rates. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I caused a 
letter to be sent to the Admiralty and 
the War Office informing them of the 
which I had received 
on this subject. If have not at present 
heard from the former Department with 
regard to the matter, but I have received 
a communication from the Army Council 
in which it is explained that, in all cases 
where a soldier has established a reason- 
able claim to be compensated by the 
State for disablement resulting from 
Army service, provision exists for award. 
ing him a pension. It is added that 
should there be any discharged soldiers 
in workhouses who are without pensions, 
or with small pensions, and who can be 
shown to be suffering from disabilities 
directly due to military service, their 
cases will always receive careful investi- 
gation on being brought to the notice of 
the Secretary, Royal Hospital, Chelsea. 
I propose to issue a circular to boards of 
guardians informing them of the effect 
of the communication from the Army 
Council. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): Will it 
apply to Ireland also ? 
Mr. JOHN BURNS: That is a 


matter for the Irish Government. I will, 
however, consult the Chief Secretary. 


London Sortership Examinations. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 


General whether the examinations for 
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sorters in the General Post Office are all | 
held in London only ; and, if so, whether, | 
for the convenience of Irish candidates, 
examinations could be also held in Dublin, | 
Belfast, Cork, and other Irish centres. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (My. 
SypNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Pop- 
lar): Examinations for London sorter- 
ships are held in London only. It is the 
general practice of my Department. in 
recruiting this class, and the class of 
sorting clerks and telegraphists through- 
out the kingdom, to hold local examina- 
tions for local vacancies. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware of the great 
inconvenience and expense caused to 
candidates from Ireland 2 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Yes, but 
there would also be great difficulty and 
expense if the opposite course were 
adopted. 


Amble and the Telephone Service. 

Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck): I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General whether it is his inten- 
tion to include the town of Amble within 
the Alnwick telephone area; and, if so, 
can he state when the work is likely to 
he completed. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I am con- 
sidering what is the best method of 
extending the telephone system to Amble, 
and will communicate the result to the 
hon. Member as soon as possible. 


Sailors and Soldiers and the Foreign 
Parcels Postage Rates. 

Mr. SNOWDON: I beg to ask the 
Postimaster-General if he will make some 
special reduction in the postage rate for 
parcels sent to men serving in the Army 
and Navy abroad. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Under 
our parcel post agreements with the 
various Colonies and foreign countries 
this proposal would not be practicable. 


Registration Claims and the Halfpenny 
Post. 

Mr. WATERLOW (Islington, N.): I 
beg to ask the Postmaster-General whether 
the extension of the privileges under the 
halfpenny book-post, foreshadowed by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, will pro- 
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vide that claims of occupiers and lodgers 
to be placed on the register of electors 


_will pass through the post at the half- 


penny rate. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: The details 
of the concessions as regards the half- 
penny post are under consideration. 


Horticultural Instruction in Elementary 
chools. 

Mr. H. H. MARKS (Kent, Thanet) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Education whether measures are being 
taken by the Education Department to 
give effect to the recommendations of the 
Departmental Committee of the Board of 
Agriculture on the Fruit Industry, that 
horticulture should be taught in elemen- 
tary schools in country districts, and that 
such schools should have gardens attached 
where possible ; that the attention of the 
local education authorities should be called 
to this, and also to the desirability of 
encouraging the study of practical horti- 
culture in training colleges. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF 
EDUCATION (Mr. Birrewt, Bristol, 
N.): I must refer the hon. Member to 
the reply which I gave on this subject on 
March 28th.7 I have nothing to add to 
that reply. 


Grant in Aid of Education Rates. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Education 
whether he is in a position to make any 
statement respecting the Board’s scheme 
for the allocation of the £135,000 special 
aid grant promised on behalf of heavily 
rated areas in the Budget ; and whether 
he will furnish a Return showing how 
much of the sum in question will be 
given to each recipient area. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The hon. Member 
is under a misapprehension in thinking 
that the special aid grant referred to is 
a specific sum of £135,000 which is to 
be distributed amongst a definite number 
of local authorities. That sum is merely 
an estimate of the maximum sum likely 
to be required within the present financial 
vear for the purposes of the grant. The 
scheme of the special grant (which is 
strictly temporary) is that the Govern- 
ment undertake to pay to each authority 
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whose expenditure under Part III. of | 
the Education Act to be met from local | 
rates has in the previous year exceeded | 
the produce of an eighteen-penny rate a 
grant amounting to three-fourths of that 
excess. There are various necessary 
conditions and safeguards, incident to a 
grant of this kind, which will be set out 
in the Regulations for the grant which I 
hope shortly to issue. I am unable at | 
present to give an exact list of the places | 
‘which will certainly fall within the con- | 
ditions above-named, or the precise | 
amount which any place will in fact | 
receive, until complete information is | 
obtained from each authority as to the 
sums actually expended from the rates 
under Part III. of the Education Act in 
the preceding year. But, so soon as 
the Regulations are issued, each local 
authority will be able to work out 
approximately for itself (from its own ex- 
penditure records) the probable amounr, 
if any, which it will receive. 


Questions. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Is it intended | 
that the grant shall be for one year only ! 
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lishing a list of efficient secondary schools, 
whether grant-aided or not. A very 
thorough inspection would be a necessary 


y 
d 


preliminary to the placing of a school 


upon sucha list. Such recognition would, 
in consequence, be of much greater value 
to the schools so recognised than the 


‘limited recognition in connection with 


the teachers’ register, which was accorded 
without any stringent conditions and 
tests of inspection or otherwise. 


Withdrawal from Religious Instruction in 
Elementary Schools. 


Mr. ROGERS (Wiltshire, Devizes) : | 


| beg to ask the President of the Board of 


“ducation if he will state the number of 
local education authorities which have 
adopted By-law 3 in the model form of 
by-laws issued in the Elementary School 
Code, which by-law, if adopted, removes 
from the parent any obligation to cause 
his child to attend school except during 
the time allotted in the time-table exclu- 
sively to secular instruction. 

Mr BIRRELL: 


Ninety-four _ local 


education authorities have adopted the 


Mr. BIRRELL: That is so. 


by-law, under which a parent is enabled 


'to withdraw his child from the school 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Education 
whether, in addition to the £135,000 
new special aid grant promised in the 
Budget, the education authorities for 
necessitous areas will be eligible to re- 
ceive for the year ending 31st March, 
1907, all existing grants, including the 
special aid grant provided for in Section 
10 of the Act of 1902. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Yes, Sir. 
Secondary Schools—Registry of Teachers. 
Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education 
whether he has considered the probable 
effect of abolishing the register of teachers 
on secondary schools at present inspected 
by the Board of Education with a view to 
the admission of their teachers to the regis- 
ter ; and whether he anticipates that in 
covsequence many of such schools will 
cease to seek recognition or undergo 
inspection by the Board. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Board have 
given their careful attention to the 


points referred to in the Question and 
are considering the possibility of estab- 


premises during the period of instruction 
in religious subjects. These ninety-four 
local authorities consist of thirty-seven 
counties, eight county boroughs, thirty-six 
boroughs, and thirteen urban districts. 


Mr. ASHLEY asked if permission to 


withdraw was conditional in any way. 


Mr. BIRRELL: 


unconditional. 


I believe it to be 


Apprenticeship Endowments. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Educa- 
tion whether under the Education Bill it 
is proposed to give the authorities control 
over endowments which are for appren- 
ticeship; if so, will an amending clause 
be inserted safe-guarding such endow: 
ments for apprenticeship. 


Mr. BIRRELL: It is hardly possible 
to explain the provisions of the Bill satis- 
factorily within the the limits of an 
Answer, and there will ample opportunity 
during the Committee stage. I may, 
however, assure the hon. Member that the 
Board are giving careful attention to the 
question of apprenticeships. 
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Electric Generating Stations—Injury 
to Trees. 


Mr. ASHLEY : I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether, in 
view of the Memorandum of the Com- 
missioners of Works on Electric Power and 
Supply Bills, he will take steps to give 
effect to the views of the Commissioners on 
the subject of damage to trees and shrubs 
by smoke and other products of combus- 
tion, in connection with the London 
County Council (Electric Supply) Bill at 
present before a Committee of this House, 
and particularly to procure the omission 
of Clause 3 (2) of that Bill. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY To THE BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. KearRLEY, Devonport): I have no 
doubt that the Committee of this 
House to whom the London County 
Council (Eleetrie Supply) Bill is referred 
will give full consideration to the views 
of the Commissioners of Works with 
respect to possible injury to trees and 
shrubs by smoke and other products of 
combustion from generating stations, and 
I will confer with my right hon. friend 
the First Commissioner as to the way in 
which these views can be brought before 
the Committee. The particular clause 
referred to is based on the recommenda- 
tion of the Joint Committee of the two 
Houses (which considered the subject in 
1898) to the effect that where a site for 
a generating station is acquired under 
compulsory powers, and is specified in 
the special Act, the undertakers should 
not be subjected to any further liability 
than that which is imposed by the 
common law in the case of persons 
exercising statutory powers and duties. 
It is for the Committee to decide on the 
evidence submitted to them whether any 
particular site should or should not be 
so exempted, 


Epizootic Lymphangitis. 

Mr. G. A. HARDY (Suffolk, Stow- 
market): I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for South Somerset, as representing the 
President of the Board of Agriculture, 
the number of cases of epizootic 
lymphangitis in civilian stables which 
have occurred in Great Britain since this 
disease was introduced by means of 
service horses returned from South 
Africa, the localities in which these cases 
occurred, the course taken to prevent the 
further spread of infection, and whether 
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the owners of affected horses have been 
compensated for the losses which they 
have sustained through this disease ; and, 
if so, whether the compensation was paid 
by the Government, or was, by order of 
the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, 
required to be paid by the local authority. 


Questions. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, 8.) : Six outbreaks of epizootic 
lymphangitis have occurred in civilian 
stables, viz., three in London, and one in 
each of the counties of Kent, Hertford, 
and Lanark. In each case steps were at 
once taken to place all animals under 
control which might have been exposed 
to infection. In two instances compensa- 
was paid by the local authority acting 
under an Order of the Board of Agri- 
culture. 


Liverpool Victoria Legal Friendly 


Society. 
Mr. SNOWDEN: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Govern- 


ment Board if he is aware that a move- 
ment is on foot to turn the Liverpool 
Victoria Legal Friendly Society into a 
limited liability assurance company ; and 
as, according to Sections 71 and 74 of 
the Friendly Societies Act of 13896, this 
can be done by the consent of three- 
fourths of the members present at a 
general meeting duly called for this 
purpose, he will consider the question of 
altering the law in regard to such pro- 
cedure, in view of the impracticability of 
the present procedure, as in the case 
mentioned where there are 2,577,353 
members residing in all parts of the 
country. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. McKenna (Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): No application has so 
far been made to the Chief Registrar of 
Friendly Societies by the Liverpool 
Victoria Legal Friendly Society under 
Section 71, Sub-sections (1) and (2) of 
the Friendly Societies Act, 1896. I 
must call the attention of the hon. Mem- 
ber to the fact that under Section 74 of 
the Act votes may be given either in 
person or by proxy if the rules so 
permit. 


Loyal Cranmer Orange Friendly Society, 
Blackburn. 


Mr. SNOWDEN: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
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if his attention has been called to the | whether any steps are being taken by the 


expulsion of certain members of the Loy al | 
Cranmer Orange Friendly Society, Black- 


Treasury to ensure that the Estimates of 
the spending departments for the year 


burn, for having supported a particular | 19 306-7 shall be framed with a more 


candidate at the late general election ; | 
and, seeing that in the registered rules of 
such society there is no power under 
which the society can expel members and 
deprive them of benefits for political 
actions, and as such expelled members 
have suffered considerable financial loss 
by the expulsion, will he say if the 
Registrar General of Friendly Societies 
proposes to take any steps to secure the 
readmission of the expelled members. 


Mr. McKENNA: My attention has 
not been called to the expulsion of certain 


members of the Loyal Cranmer Orange | 


Friendly Society. Ifany member has any 
dispute with the society or its committee or 
officers, Rule 26 of the rules of the society 


gives power for such dispute to be 
referred to justices pursuant to the 


Friendly Societies Act. ‘The Chief Regis- 
trar has no power to interfere. 


Mr. SNOWDEN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney-General if his attention has 
been called to the expulsion of certain 
Members of the Loyal Cranmer Friendly 
Society, Blackburn, for having, at the 
late General Election, supported a 
particular candidate, and as under the 
registered rules of the society there is 
nothing to justify such expulsion, will 
he state if he proposes to take any action 
in the matter. 


Tue SOLICITOR -GENERAL (Sir 
W. Ropson, South Shields): I am not 
aware that the attention of the Attorney- 
General has been called to this matter, 
but if it is suggested that an offence has 
been cominitted in relation to the facts 
referred to by the hon. Member, and 
those facts are laid before the Director of 
Public Prosecutions, they will duly 
considered. 


be 


Army Excess Votes. 
CoLoneL HERBERT 
S.): [ beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether, with reference to 
Treasury Minute 5283 06 of March 28th, 
1905, he can furnish the House with a 
statement of the Votes for Army Services, 
1905-6, from which the estimated excess 
of £783,000 is expected to accrue 


(Monmouthshire, 


| accurate regard to the actual requirements 


of the several services ; and whether the 


| Treasury proposes to apply any check to 
|the practice whereby expenditure un. 


authorised by Parliament can be covered 
by the appropriation of balances arising 
from inaccurate Estimates, 


Mr. McKENNA: The principal 
savings were effected on the following 
Votes : Quarterings, Transport, and Re- 
mounts £107,000 ; Supplies and Clothing 


2338,000 ; Ordnance establishments and 
gene ral stores £78,000, and Works 
£87,000. The Estimates for 1906-7 


were presented to the House in March, 
and it is therefore not possible in the 
current year to take any special steps in 
the direction indicated. No expenditure 
which involves an excess upon a Vote or 
even, generally speaking, upon a sub-head 
of a Vote can be incurred without the 
sanction of the Treasury, and I would 
point out that the Treasury Minute of 
March 28th last sanctions excesses of 
expenditure to the extent of £92,000 
being met out of savings estimated to 
amount to £783,000. I desire also to say 
that, as was shown incidentally in connec- 
tion with the Navy Supplementary 
Estimate of this session, the Treasury 
aims at greater stringency for the future 
in the exercise of the temporary powers 
of transfer between Vote and Vote which 
are annually conferred by the Appropria- 
tion Act in respect of Navy and Army 
Services. 


Crown Lands as School Sites. 


Mr. ROGERS: I beg to the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether it is 
the practice of the Woods and Forests 
Commissioners to present sites and to 
make monetary grants out of their 
revenues for the purpose of assisting the 
building of non-provided — elementary 
schools ; and, if so, whether he will take 
steps to ensure that, in future, such 
grants, whether of land or of money, are 
not made ex “cept to se -hools under public 
control and in which teachers are subject 
to no disabling tests. 


ask 


Mr. MCKENNA: The power to make 
grants of Crown Lands as sites for schools 
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which was given by Section 45 of the 
Crown Lands Act, 1829, was taken away 
by the Crown Lands Act, 1894; but 
Section 5 of the latter Act provides that 
the Commissioners of Woods may, with 
the consent of the Treasnry, make 
donations of money out of the income 
of the Land Revenues of the Crown for 
any educational purposes connected with 
land under the management of the 
Commissioners. Since the passing of 
the Edueation Act, 1902, a certain 
number of donations have been made in 
cases where the amount of the voluntary 
contributions and other circumstances 
seemed to justifiy it, but no further 


promises of donations will be made 
whilst the present Education Bill is 
before Parliament. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N): Where 


can [ get information as to the amount 
of propertv held by the Commissioners ? 


Mr. MCKENNA : If the hon. Member 
will speak to me privately I will show 
him it. 


Law of Divorce—Justice Gorell Barne’s 
Observations. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON = (Clack- 


mannan and Kinross): I beg to ask Mr. 


Attorney-General whether his attention | 


has been called to the observations of 
Mr. Justice Gorell Barnes on the 
question of divorce in’ England; and 
whether he will be prepared to consider 
the propriety of bringing the Divorce 
Law of England into conformity with 
that of Scotland and other civilised 
countries. 


Sir W. ROBSON: I believe my hon. 
and learned friend the Attorney-General 
is aware of the observations referred to 
in the Question. I do not think that 
either he or I is entitled in the present 
state of public business to say that the 
Government are likely to introduce any 
legislation on the subject. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: With 
regard to the last sentence in the Question 
will the hon. and learned Gentleman and 
the House bear in mind that the most 
civilised country in the world, Ireland, 
has no divorce law. 


Mr. FLAVIN asked when England 
ceased to be a civilised country. 
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Mr. EUGENE WASON said the 
words at the end of his Question were 
not his but those of the learned Judge. 


Crofting Counties Schools. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the 
Secretary for Scotland if he will state 
how many schools attended by Gaelic- 
speaking children in each of the crofting 
counties would be entitled to participate 
in the grant contemplated in Section 2, 
| Sub-section C (2), of the Scotch Eduea- 
| tion Department Minute of March 19th, 
| 1906, taking as a basis the teaching 
staff in attendance at each such school 
| last year. 





THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
| (Mr. Sixciarr,  Forfarshire) : The 
| Department has no information in its 
possession to enable it to answer this 
Question with sufficient accuracy. 


Kessock Ferry. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg toask the Secretary 
for Scotland having regard to the fact 
that the inhabitants on the Ross-shire 
side of Kessock Ferry have appealed for 
suitable boats to be placed on the service, 
on the ground that the present boats are 
very old and quite unfit for the work, will 
he state whether any arrangements have 
yet been made to provide suitable boats. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The Secretary for 
Scotland has no jurisdiction and no in- 
formation in regard to the ferry in 
question. 


Scottish Congested Districts Board 
Report. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland if he will state when 
the Report of the Congested Districts 
Board for Scotland will be laid upon the 
Table of the House. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The Report will be 
laid upon the Table to-day. 


Telephone in Scottish Prisons. 

Mr. WATT (Glasgow College) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary for Scotland if his 
attention has been called to the statement 
on page 14 of Code 218, 1900, in the 
Report of the Departmental Committee 
on Scottish Prisons, to the effect that the 
chairman of the Prison Commissioners 
objects to telephones, but they are now a 
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recognised convenience for the transac 
tion “of business, and might be introduced | 


Questions. 
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with advantage into the general service | 
of prisons; and if he will explain why | 


nothing has been done to give effect to 
the Committee’s recommendations. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: Treasury 
has been given to the connection of the 


consent | 


Commissioners’ Office and the two 
Glasgow Prisons with the Exchange, | 


and steps will be taken to have tele-| 


‘phones introduced. 


Glasgow Prison Warders’ Grievance. 

Mr. WATT: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland if he is aware that at a 
lecture on the Sunny Land of Spain, 


given in Barlinnie Prison, Glasgow, on 
February 9th, 1906, nineteen warders 


were detained on duty for two hours and 
twenty-five minutes, and thirty-five 
warders for forty-five minutes, without 
any financial allowance or without being 
granted leave of absence for an equal 
time ; and if he will take steps to remedy 
this grievance of the warders, 


No financial allow- 
One warder has 


Mr. SINCLAIR: 
ance has been given. 
been allowed leave in lieu, but others 
have not asked for it. They will be 
granted leave in leu when they apply for 
1t. 

German Gipsies in Scotland. 

Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
whether the police are unable to give the 
public protection from the bands of 
German gipsies who constitute such a 
nuisance in Scotland. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: All complaints that 
have been received have been investigated, 
and my information is that the police 
have not failed to afford the public due 
protection. If the hon. Member will 
furnish me with information as to in- 
stances to the contrary, inquiries shall at 
once be instituted. 


Scottish Fishery Cruisers. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland, seeing that with a view 
to the purchase of an additional fishery 
cruiser the Secretary for Scotland had 
a year ago saved a sum of £7,000 out of 
moneys placed at his disposal for fishery 


purposes, will he state whether a sufti- 
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cient sum has now accumulated to admit 
of the purchase of a new cruiser for the 
protection of the interests of the line 
fishermen. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: A sum sufficient to 
purchase a new cruiser has not yet been 
accumulated. 

Mr. WEIR: How long will it take 
to accumulate the sum required ? 
considerable 


Mr. SINCLAIR: A 


| time. 


Island of Lewis Evictions. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of Scotland whether, in view of the 
fact that Major Matheson of Lewis Castle, 
the proprietor of the Island of Lewis, 
is now carrying out evictions of landless 
cottars who have built at their own 
expense substantial stone houses on waste 
land, he proposes to take steps to stay 
further evictions and to protect these 
men (chiefly fishermen) with their wives 
and children from such cruel and inhuman 


| treatment. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The information I 
have received respecting Andrew Finlay- 
son and John Campbell North Tolsta 
referred to in the hon. Member’s letter 
of April 25th is as follows: Finlayson 
was warned in February, 1903, that he 
would not be allowed to build a house on 
the common grazing. This warning was 
repeated the following month. As he 
nevertheless continued to build he was 
interdicted in May, 1903. In spite of 
the interdict he continued operations, and 
in April, 1904, he was observed to be 
roofing his house. Warning was then 
sent, and was repeated in May, 1904. 
The following August he was found in 


possession, and in June, 1905, he was 
evicted. On eviction the proprietor 


offered to find him rooms in Stornoway, 
but this offer was refused, and he went 
to live in the Missionary House. In 
October he re-entered the house, and the 
same step was taken by Campbell, the 


other squatter referred to. The proprie- 
tor refrained during the winter Taal 


from taking action. These men had 
squatted on land not in occupation of the 
proprietor, but in that of the crofters, in 
defiance of Section 1 (4) of the Crofters 
Act of 1886. As tho hon. Member 
knows, the condition of the Lews and ot 
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the crofting districts generally is under | paid into court, the statute provides that 
the serious consideration of the Govern-| where at the date of the agreement for 


ment. purchase arrears of rent were due in 
respect of any holding on the estate, a 

Ireland and the Poor Prisoners’ | sum equivalent in amount to those 
Defence Act. | arrears, but not exceeding in any case 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, | one year’s rent, shall be paid out of the 
W.) : T beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General | purchase money to the person who would 
for Ireland whether, seeing the manner | have been entitled to receive those arrears 
in which the Poor Prisoners’ Defence} for his own use. The statute contains 
Act of 1904 is working in England, and | no provision excluding the portion of the 
in view of the desirability of introducing | purchase money so applied from the cal- 
similar provisions in Ireland, he will have | culation of the bonus under Section 
this humane statute extended to that | 48, and it bas been judicially decided 
country at an early date. |that the bonus must be calculated and 

| paid in accordance with the statute with- 

Tuk ATTORNEY-GENERAL For) out deduction. The objection taken in 
IRELAND (Mr. Cuerry, Liverpool, | the Question to the present practice is 
Exchange): T agree with the hon. Mem- | therefore really an objection to the terms 
ber as to the desirability of extending | of the statute. 
the Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act of 1903 | 
to Ireland, but in the present state of | Land Valuations. 


| ee ary 3] e 29aY ‘ | = a 
Parliamentary bu: iness I se [ _— Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
make any promise to introduce a Bill) pies Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


dealing with the subject. | of Ireland, in view of the practice of the 


A ses ; | Irish Land Commission in having valua- 
Irish Land Act Administration—Pur- | ti, made, recorded, and calculated in a 
chase Price and Arrears of Rent. | paige , : 
Me GINNELE, (Weeteesth, Bj: 1/6 Cree See Oe ee eee 
peat : a era mse | Statute, and giving decisions without 
heg to ask the Chief sciporiogese!: Ne the | stating any grounds upon which they 
ee of aol paren hs -are based, and the dissatisfaction which 
ce of ales win the zones ues the the Try Commision repre to xi 
se tn SORE chal to kao tal taken Oe of this practice, and its present 
prior to 1906, and is any record being | aggravation and continuance, whether he 
kept now, of arrears of rent included in will have the practice of the Commission 
gag ag goaded pa — | brought into conformity with the statute 
auld, OF 1S ng pala, Ne LTross Ms 


‘idan : : /and with the practice of other courts. 
price including arrears; is there any | 


authority in the Act, or analogy in any | 
Act, for the State paying a bonus on the 


| Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
; vil del ea athe | Land Commission that this Question is 
PY 9 elY » , > as 1A 7 . 

ae Se ae ae eee oe ee eee upon a misapprehension. As 
recovered without cost ; and seeing that) { have stated in reply to a_ previous 
tenants in debt are embarrasssed and, | Question of the hon. and learned Member, 
therefore, not free agents, will this | 
peculiar method of obtaining public 
money through them be stopped. 


the practice of the Land Commission in 
having valuations made, recorded, and 
calculated is, they inform me, in accor- 


= concerned. The schedules attached to 
ul ) 2. Bryce, Aberdeen, S.): Ris: 2 : 
J AND (Mr. VCE, A erdeen, ».) ? Tall orders fixing fair rents set out in 
am informed by the Land Commission | detail the various facts and circumstances 
that no such record has been, or is being, coustdered. cad in cas ts ehhh a 
: Pr fey aa a sarah. (1), | special judgment is called for the reasons 
Ae a S ay. Oe 6 . 
ee er %, the Honus or per-| for the decision are stated in open court. 
centage is payable on the amount of | 


the purchase money advanced under the aia ; 

Land Purchase Acts, subject to the| Estates Commissioners’ Inspectors. 
proviso that the bonus is not to be paid| Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the Chief 
in respect of any land re-sold to the| Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
vendor. When once the advances have | Ireland if he will grant a Return relating 
been sanctioned and the purchase money | to inspectors in the service of the Estates 
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Commissioners similar to Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 151, of session 1902; and, if 
so, will it be necessary for a private 
Member to move for it. 


Mr. BRYCE: No objection will be 
offered to the proposed Return if the hon. 
Member should move for it. 


Abbeyleix Police. 

Mr. MEEHAN (Queen’s County, 
Leix) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the district inspector, 
head constable, and sergeant of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary, stationed at Abbey- 
leix, Queen’s County, are Protestants, 
which is contrary to the arrangement that 
at least one of the officers at any station 
should be a Catholic; whether he is 
aware that seven-tenths of the police at 
this station and 80 per cent. of the 
population are Catholic ; and will he give 
instructions that one, at least, of the 
officers in charge at this station should be 
a Catholic. 


Mr. BRYCE: The inspector-general 
informs me that of the police force at 
present stationed at Abbeyleix, the 
district inspector, head constable, one 
sergeant, and two constables, are 
Protestants, and that one acting-sergeant 
and five constables are Roman Catholics. 
It is, I understand, the fact that 80 per 
cent. of the population of Abbeyleix are 
Roman Catholics. There is no arrange- 
ment or rule universally applied that one 
of the officers at any station should be a 
Catholic, though this is usually the case. 
The Inspector-General is not aware that 
there is any dissatisfaction with the 
present arrangement of the force at 
Abbeyleix. The allocation of the men is 
regulated in accordance with public 
requirements. 


Irish Afforestation. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is 
intended to appoint a Commission of 
Inquiry into the subject of afforestation 
in [reland. 


Mr. BRYCE: An Advisory Committee 
on Forestry has already been appointed 
by the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction at the instance of 
the Council of Agriculture. I am con- 
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sidering the question whether it may not 
be desirable to institute a further inquiry 
into the subject, but Iam not at present 
prepared to make any definite statement 
on the matter. 


Royal University. 

Mr LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the position of Chan- 
cellor of the Royal University is. still 
vacant ; or whether he is in a position tu 
announce the name of the new Chancellor, 


Mr. BRYCE: The position in question 
has not yet been filled, and I am conse- 
quently unable to make an announcement 
on the subject. The matter is at this 
moment under the consideration of the 
Irish Government. 


Mr. SLOAN: What is the cause of 
the delay ? 


Mr. BRYCE: Personal 
always give rise to delay. 


questions 


Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he has any information 
showing that the Senate of the Royal 
University are taking steps to punish the 
students who were guilty of disloyal and 
disorderly conduct at the last conferring 
of degrees, or to preyent the recurrence 
of such disturbances. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am imformed by the 
Secretaries of the Royal University that 
the matter in question is under the con- 
sideration of the Senate. 


Annaghmore Disturbances. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
drawn to the fact that on Monday, 
April 16th, when a Protestant band was 
passing in a peaceable manner through 
Annaghmore, county Armagh, in order 
to attend the opening of an Orange hall 
at Cranagil, an unprovoked attack was 
made upon them by a number of 
Nationalists who were strangers to the 
neighbourhood; whether the _ police 
authorities had previous knowledge that 
such an attack was possible, and whether 
they took any steps to prevent it ; and 
whether it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to take proceedings against the 
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persons who provoked this breach of the 
peace. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am informed that 
proceedings are being taken against 
offenders on both sides, and, following 
the invariable practice, | must decline to 
make any statement in the matter while 
the proceedings are sub judice. 


Mr. LONSDALE: Did the right hon. 
Gentleman say offenders on both sides ? 


Mr. BRYCE: Yes. 
Mr. LONSDALE: They 


were only 
on one side. 

Mr. BRYCE: My information is the 
other way. 


Mr. LONSDALE: Considering the 
source from which the right hon. Gentle- 
man gets his information, I am not 
surprised. 


Chancellorship of the Royal University. 


Mr. LONSDALE 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, in the selection of a 
person for the position of Chancellor of 
the Royal University of Ireland, care will 
be taken to choose one who will insist 
upon adequate measures being taken to 
prevent riotous and disloyal demonstra- 
tions on the occasion of the conferring of 
degrees. 


Mr. BRYCE: In making this ap- 
pointment due regard will be had to the 
high dignity of the office. 


Irish Fisheries. 

Mr. HALPIN (Clare, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the [ ord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he has received 
a Resolution from the County Council of 
Clare to the effect that the present 
Government, in view of the inquiry into 
the working of the Agricultural and 
Technical Instruction Department, has 
an excellent opportunity of placing the 
sea and fresh water fisheries on a 
popularly sound and practical basis, by 
appointing a representative Fishery 
Board as in Scotland, with thoroughly 
competent and practical experts as in- 
spectors, and establishing a Government 
brand for mackerel and herrings ; and 
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will he say what action he will take in 
this Question. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): May I also ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he has received a copy 
of a Resolution adopted by the Cork 
County Council, at a special meeting 
held on the 26th ultimo, with regard to 
the establishment of a representative 
Fishery Board for Ireland; and if this 
matter will be considered by the Commis- 
sion appointed to inquire into the 
working of the Agricultural and Tech- 
nical Instruction Department. 


Mr. BRYCE: I have received the 
Resolutions referred to and have trans- 
mitted them to the Committee of Inquiry 
into the working of the Department, as 
it seems to me that the subject is a fit 
one for the consideration of the Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman call the special at- 


I beg to ask the tention of the Committee of Inquiry on 


| the Working of the Board of Agriculture 
to the expediency of doing something to 
develop the fisheries on the Irish coast ! 


Mr. BRYCE: If the hon. Member 
cares to address a special communication 
to me on the subject I will forward it to 
the Committee. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) 


Is this Committee always to sit in London ! 


Mr. BRYCE: No. It will have a 


great many sittings in Ireland. 


Head Constable Spence, Royal Irish 
Constabulary. 

Mr. MEEHAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that Head 
Constable Spence, stationed at Abbeyleix, 
Queen’s County, is engaged in promoting 
a sect which is giving offence to both 
Catholic and Protestant people in the 
district ; and that he attends constantly 
at a house at Tullyroe, adjacent to 
Abbeyleix, for the purpose of preaching 
and otherwise spending his time promot- 
ing his views ; whether he will take steps 
to oblige this policeman to give his time 
to his duties for which he is paid by the 
public, and is he aware that this head 
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constable so arranges the discipline and 
hours of duty for the Catholic constables 
as to prevent them from attending mass 
on Cath lic holy days of obligation. 


(Questions. 


Mr. BRYCE: It would appear that 
the hon. Member has been misinformed. 
I have referred this Question to the 
Inspector-General of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary, who informs me, on the 
authority of the local district inspector, 
that there is no foundation for any of the 
statements contained in the Question. 


Mr. MEEHAN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman order an independent inquiry 4 
I can assure the right hon. Gentleman 
from personal inquiry his information is 
wrong. 


Mr. BRYCE: I think the answer of 
the officer is entitled to some respect as 
first-hand evidence. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
In view of the fact that there is the 
personal denial of the constable for a 
contrary statement by the Member for 
the Division, cannot the right hon. 
Gent!eman further inquire ? 


Mr. BRYCE: I will make any inquiry 
that may be wished, but, judging from the 
information which has reached me, I do 
not think the matter is one on which 
there can be much doubt. 


De Freyne Estate. 

Mr. JAMES O’ KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that it is now about twelve 
months since the Congested Districts 
Board acquired the De Freyne Estate for 
the purpose of transferring it to the 
tenant occupiers ; whether any progress 
has been made with the work; and, 
pending the transfer, what facilities are 
given to the tenants in the matter of 
turbary and water. 


Mr. BRYCE: The estate in question 
has not yet been vested in the Congested 
Districts Board, who are therefore not 
yet able to sell it to the tenants or to 
make any alterations in the holdings. It 
is a very large estate, and many ques- 
tions are involved, requiring time. The 
Board, however, have commenced to 
make such improvements as will not in- 
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‘terfere with the boundaries of the hold- 
ings. The tenants continue to enjoy the 
same facilities in regard to turbary and 
water as they possessed before the Board 
arranged to purchase. 


Irish School Buiiding Plans. 

Mr. OSHEE (Waterford, W.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the ‘Treasury 
whether he is aware that the Com- 
missioners of Public Works in Ireland, 
in conjunction with the Commissioners 
of National Education, announced about 
four years ago that they intended to 
issue new plans for the construction of 
national schools; that they have since 
neglected to do so; that inconvenience 
and delay is caused to managers  pro- 
posing to build schools by the absence 
of any standard plan or plans, except 
those which were declared obsolete; 
whether the correspondence which was 
proceeding in November last between 
the Treasury, the [rish Government, and 
the Commissioners of National Education, 
on matters relating to school building 
grants, is still proceeding ; and whether, 
seeing that a number of managers pro- 
posing to replace schools which have 
been condemned as unsaritary by new 
schools are, in effect, being delayed for 
a full year in providing the new schools, 
he proposes to take any action in the 
matter, 


Mr. MCKENNA: The delay in issu- 
ing general plans, which I regret, is 
not due to the neglect of the Board of 
Works or any Department, but to the 
difficulty of arriving at an agreement. 
Correspondence is still proceeding, hut I 
will do everything I can towards expedi- 
ting a settlement. 


Mr. OSHEE: When 
pondence likely to end ? 
going on six months now, 


the corres- 
It has been 


is 


Mr. McKENNA: 


utmost to expedite it. 


I am doing my 


North of Ireland Mail Service. 

Mr. SLOAN: [beg to ask the Post- 
master-General if he can now state the 
result of his inquiry with the view of 
arranging for a dispatch of mails by the 
train leaving Tynan at 6.40 p.m, to pro- 
ceed to England via Greenore, and to 
Scotland by way of Belfast and 
| Ardrossan. 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : I have made 
inquiry on the question of affording a des- 
patch from Caledon by the 6.40 p.m. 
train from Tynan Station; but I regret 
to find that the amount of correspondence 
for England and Scotland (which amounts 
to only about twelve letters a day) is not 
sufficient to justify the expense which 
would be involved. 


Public Accounts Committee’s Reports. 


Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, 
N.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he can see his way to adopt 
the recommendation of the Select Com- 
mittee on National Expenditure in 1903 
that a new rule of Supply should ensure 
that at least one day should be provided 
for consideration of Reports of the Public 
Accounts Committee and the Treasury 
Minutes thereon. 


I beg also to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he can see his way to adopt 
the recommendation of the Select Com- 
mittee on National Expenditure in 1903, 
that an Estimates Committee should be 
appointed at the beginning of — each 
session to consider in detail a particular 
part of the Estimates for the current 
year, such particular part to be chosen 
for them in the previous year by the 
Public Accounts Committee, 


THe PRIME MINISTER ANpb 
FIRST LORD or tHe TREASURY 
(Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling 
surghs): [ have nothing to add to the 
Answer which IT gave to my hon. friend 
the Member for Clackmannan and Kin- 
ross on March Ist.¢ [then expressed the 
opinion that a reasonable opportunity 
should be given for the Report of the 
Public Accounts Committee being dis 
cussed by the House of Commons. — | 
also expressed the opinion—if my hon. 
friend will allow me to answer his next 
Question at the same time—that the 
manner jn which the financial control of | 
the House of Commons should be exer- 
cised was eminently a matter for the 
Committee of Procedure to consider. | 


Crofters Bill. 


Mr. MORTON (Sutherland): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can now say when the 


+ See (4) Debates elii,, 1298-9, 
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Crofters Acts Amendment Bill will be 


| introduced. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Tam afraid I cannot yet name a day for 
the introduction of the Crofters Bill, 
but, as my hon. friend is no doubt aware, 
every effort is being made to push for- 
ward the preparation of the Bill. 


The Prime Minister. 

Mr. PAUL (Northampton): Before I 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will put down the salary of 
the Secretary of State for War for dis- 
cussion in Committee of Supply on 
Thursday, May 10, or Thursday, May 17, 
Mr. Speaker, will you kindly give your 
ruling on a point of order? When I put 
downa Question addressed to the “ Prime 
Minister,” those words are struck out at 
the Table and the words “First Lord of 
the Treasury ” are substituted. I under- 
stood that the King had been pleased to 
confer the style and title of Prime 
Minister, and appropriate precedence, on 
the head of his Government, and that it 
was, therefore, now the official designa- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman. And 
have observed for my guidance that 
you yourself, Sir, make use of it when 
you call on the right hon. Gentleman in 
debate. Perhaps you will be good enough 
to say, for the information of the House, 
and of the Table, whether I rightly ap- 
prehend the signiticance of His Majesty’s 
most gracious act. 


— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This Question which 
the hon. Gentleman has put to me is one, 
[ think, of which notice ought to be given, 
though T aim afraid it is not usual to give 
notice of Questions to the Speaker. If I 
to decide the Question at a 
moment's notice, I should say that 
Prime Minister was the proper designation. 
[ always so refer to the right hon. 
Gentleman. 


ok 
ah asked 


Mr. PAUL: [ beg to thank you most 


_respectfully, Sir, for your reply, and to 


ask the Prime Minister the Question. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[ hope my hon, friend will find that the 
rose by either name will give the same 
answer. I fear that the arrangements 
for public business will not admit of 
either of the days named being appropri- 
ated for the War Office Vote ; but 1 am 
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aware of the undertaking that was given 
in the matter, and I hope that there will 
be an early opportunity of fulfilling it. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Croydon) : 
Is it not the custom for the choice of the 
subjects taken in Committee of Supply to 
be regulated, in a large measure, after 
consultation with the minority of the 
House ? Will that arrangement continue 
to be observed ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Yes, I think it is the usual practice at any 
rate ; but it is a practice against which I 
have always protested, because I have 
always had the impression that the Gov- 
ernment, being responsible for the conduct 
of business, ought not to put upon the 
Opposition, or any minority, the responsi- 
bility of the choice of the subject of the 
day. But as a matter of courtsey and 
convenience, of course, the wishes of the 
Opposition will be duly consulted. 


Scottish Supply. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if he can now fix a day for the discussion 
of the Scotch Supply. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


I am afraid that I cannot give my | 


hon. friend a definite answer at the 


moment as to when Scotch Supply will 


be taken. 


Church Endowments in Wales. 
Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) : 


I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury | 


when it is proposed to appoint the Com- 
mission of Inquiry to examine into the 
question of the endowments and the 
present position of the Church of England 
in Wales ; whether the scope of inquiry 
has been determined upon; and whether 
he will now give the names of the mem- 
bers of the Commission. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I hope there will be no great delay in the 
appointment of this Royal Commission. 
I am not in a position to give my hon. 
friend the exact terms of reference, but 
the Commission will inquire into the 
origin and history of the endowments of 
the Church of England in Wales, and will 
ascertain what provision is made by all 
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the religious denominations for the 
spiritual needs of the people. I am 


afraid I cannot give my hon. friend the 
names of the Commissioners, but I may 
inform him that the King has approved 
of the appointment of Lord Justice 
Vaughan Williams as chairman. 


Depopulation of Rural Districts. 

Mr. BRIDGEMAN — (Shropshire, 
Oswestry) : I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury when the House will be in 
| possession of the measures promised in the 
gracious Speech from the Throne, dealing 
with the social and economic conditions of 
the rural districts in Great Britain, by 
which a larger number of the population 
is to be attracted to and retained on the 
soil. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The answer to the hon. Gentleman’s 
Question is that no measures of the kind 
were promised in the King’s Speech. 
| The inquiries into the economic conditions 
'of the rural districts to which allusion 
was made are still proceeding. 





BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE—THE 
EDUCATION BILL. 
| Mr. A.J. BALFOUR (City of London): 
Will the Prime Minister state what will 
| be the course of business next week ? 


| 
| 
| 
— 
| 
| 


| Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
| The business will commence on Monday 
| with the Second Reading‘of the Education 
| Bill. We propose to devote to the debate 
| Monday and Tuesday, and the Govern- 
|ment’s share of Wednesday, and then to 
| postpone the business of Supply on 
Thursday, and to conclude the debate on 
the Second Reading on Thursday night. 
Of course, another day will be given for 


NEW BILL. 


| LONDON TRAFFIC BOARD BILL. °7 
| “To establish a London Traffic Board,” 
| presented by Sir John Dickson-Poynder ; 
| to be read a second time upon Monday, 
May 28th, and to be printed. [Bill 189.] 
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LAND VALUES TAXATION, Kc. 


(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Mr. Solicitor-General for Scotland 
he a Member of the Select Committee on 
the Land Values Taxation, ec. (Scotland) 
sill —(Mr. Whiteley.) 


Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) objected 
to the composition of the Committee 
because, while the question was one of 
very great importance to all classes who 
were interested in property which sprang 
from land values, there was an over- 
whelming majority of the Committee 
absolutely committed to one view of the 
question. Further, he objected that, 
while nominally a Scottish Bill—the pre- 
cedent would apply both to England and 
Ireland—the Committee was almost ex- 
clusively composed of Scotsmen, 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Can this 
discussion proceed an indefinite time 4 


*Mr. SPEAKER: A brief statement 
is permissible, as the matter comes 
within the so-called Ten Minutes Rule. 


Mr. HAROLD COX said he would be 
very brief. 
was very important to have other than 
purely Scottish representatives on the 
Committee. Why had the hon. Member 
for the Elland Division been put on—in 
view of his known advocacy of the Bill— 
while the Member for Spen Valley—who 
had shown his impartiality by speaking 
against and voting for the Bill—had 
been ignored. Then the Lord-Advocate 
had promised to use his influence to 
ensure that the inquiry should be very 
brief. 


Tuk LORD-ADVOCATE(Mr. THomaAs 
Suaw, Hawick Burghs): No. 


Mr. HAROLD COX said thatatany rate 
in view of some remarks by the Lord- 
Advocate, he asked for an assurance that 
no undue pressure would be placed on 


the Committee to rush the Bill through. | ’ . 
‘opposes such a Motion, may without 


Finally, he wanted it made clear that the 
Bill should not be retrospective in its 
action. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
1s not entitled to go into that, 
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But his opinion was that it | 
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THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY oF tHE TREASURY (Mr. 
GEORGE WHITELEY, Yorkshire, W.R.. 
Pudsey) stated that the Bill was sup- 
ported almost unanimously by hon. Mem- 
bers on the Ministerial side. The usual 
course as between Parties in the House 
was followed in the composition of the 
Committee. The practice was for the 
Government to select eight Members, the 
Opposition four, the Irish Party two, and 
the Labour Party one (each branch of the 
Labour Party alternating in making the 
selection). It was impossible for the 
Government to appoint amongst their 
eight Members any Member who was 
not a supporter of the Bill. They looked 
to the other parties to supply opponents. 
No attempt would be made to rush the 
action of the Committee or its Report, 
and the House would have due time for 
consideration of the Report of the 
Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of 
London) rose to a point of order. As he 
understood it, there was to be a short 
speech on each side on each question which 
was put from the chair, and as there 
were fifteen Members it was obvious that 
there might be several short speeches 
upon all the Members of which the Com- 
mittee was to be composed. He would 
ask whether that was not the fact, and 
he wished to know from the Government 
whether it was usual or convenient that 
a controversy of this kind should be 
started on an allotted day and whether 
it ought not to be taken on a day when 
Government business was put down. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This Motion comes 
within the ordinary so-called Ten Minutes 
Rule. The right hon. Gentleman is quite 
right inthinking that if opposition is raised 
to the name of each hon. Member a short 
discussion can take place in regard to 
the name of each Member. It is also 
open to me to put the Question that the 
debate should be adjourned, as the rule 
says that the Speaker, after admitting 
a brief explanatory statement from the 
Member who moves and the Member who 


further Amendment put the Motior on 


the Motion that the debate be adjourned. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 58.) 


) inquired whether it was not the ordinary 
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course that if a name was objected to the | 
debate should be confined to the sub- | 
stitution of another name. | 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think that 

(hat is so. It is really almost necessary 
to enter into a general statemert to 

explain the position of the Member 
named, decause possidly no objection 
will be taken to the individua!, but orly 
to him as representing a_ particular 
section of opinion. 


Mr. SHACKLETON — (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) hoped they would not be 
taken to have pledged themselves to the 
particular manner in which the name of 
the Labour Member of the Committee 
was decided upon. If they were they 
would vote against him; therefore he 
hoped they were not pledging them- 
selves to the particular method of 
selection. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY said that 
the point the hon. Member took was 
exactly what he had indicated to the 
House. The Motion had been down on 
the Paper for three days, and he put it 
down three times in order that there 
should be opportunity for considering 
opposition to the Committee. He did 
not see any reason why the appoint- 
ment of the Committee should be any 
longer delayed. 


Mr. HAROLD COX said he was 
satisfied with the assurances of the hon. 
Member. 


Question put, end agreed to. 


Mr. Hugh Barrie, Mr. Arthur Dewar, 
Mr. Findlay, Mr. John Henderson, Mr. 
McKillop, Mr. Mitchell-Thomson, Mr. 
O’Hare, Mr. Remnant, Mr. Thomas 
Fre: erick Richards, Mr. Sutherland, 
Mr. Trevelyan, Mr. Dundas White, 
Mr. Wood, and Mr. Younger nomin- 
ited cther Members of the Select Com- 
mittee. 


Ordered, “ That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records.” 


Cidered, “ That five be the quorum.” 
—(Mr. Whiteley.) 
Mr. 7. W. Russell. 


{COMMONS} 
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Depts, Estimates, 1906-7. 
SUPPLY [7TH ALLOoTTED Day}, 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair. } 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1906-7 
CLAss IIT. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not cxceeding £124,215, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete t e 
sum necessary to defray the Charge whic’) 
will come in course of payme t during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1907, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Office of the Iri-h Land Commission.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
moved to reduce the Vote by £100, so that 
an opportunity might be given for 
discussion of that particular Vote, which 
was most vital to the welfare of the 
people and the future of the country. 
He wished to repeat a_ protest he 
had made in previous sessions against 
the system which governed the discus- 
sion of Supply, and especially Irish 
Supply. On the question of Lrish taxa- 
tion, the Chancellor of the Exchequer the 
other day stated that although the 
general taxation of Ireland had increased 
by £2,000,000 or £3,000,000, yet the Im- 
perial contribution had not increased. 
That was to say that the whole of the 
additional taxation had been caused 
by an increase in the cost of the govern- 
ment of Ireland. One of their most 
serious complaints was that the govern- 
ment of Ireland was increasingly costly 
and was an extravagant as well as an 
inefficient government. Notwithstanding 
that great and increasing cost no oppor- 
tunity was given of criticising the items 
of the expenditure or endeavouring to 


curtail the extravagance. Under the 
Rules of Supply three days were 
graciously vouchsafed to Ireland for 
the discussion of the entire cost of 
irish government. Three days only 
were given to discuss an expendi- 


ture of £8,000,000, and to discuss the 
proceedings cf some forty-five public 
boards, as to whose proceedings this Com- 
nittee was in absolute and blank ignor 
ance. The representatives of the In-h 
people who had to pay this money were 
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not given any opportunity of discussing | 
the system of government, because, | 
would see 


of course, hon. Members 
that three days for the discussion 
of all these various boards was 
practically no opportunity at all. Ii 
the whole of the twenty-three days 
allocated for the discussion of Supply 
generally were given for the exam- 
ination of the proceedings of these 
various Irish boards and for the 
discussion of the daily increasing cost 
of the government, it would not be 
too long a period. The present system 
meant, therefore, that no opportunity 
was given them of investigating how the 
money was spent and of exposing to the 
House of Commons the monstrous ex- 
travagance of every single Department 
in the government of the country. So 
far as Supply was concerned, the 
House of Commons might as well not 
exist at all. Every year at the end 
of the session all the Irish money— 
such of it, at any rate, as had not been 
voted—was voted in the course of a few 
minutes without any discussion at all, 
and the most they could hope for was that 
in the course of one session they would 
he able to discuss two or three subjects 
of Irish expenditure. On this oecasion 
they had selected for discussion the Land 
Commission Vote, because in their judg- 
ment it more vitally concerned the welfare 
of the people and the future of the count rv 
than any other department of Irish 
government. The Irish Land Com- 
mission was engaged at present in the 
task of endeavouring to settle the Irish 
land question. All parties in the State 
were In absolute agreement that there 
never could be peace and prosperity in 
Ireland until that quesiion was settled, 
and all parties were also agreed that this 
must be carried out by the purchase by the 
tenants of their holdings on fair and 
equitable terms. 


the Land Commission concerned the 
welfare and the future of every man, 
woman, and child in Ireland, and ought 
to concern allin that Commit‘ce and every 
Statesman who looked forward to a 
future of peace and prosperity ii Ireland. 
The Trish Land Commissioi was en- 


gaged in rent fixing and laud purchase. | 


a : nee 
These two operations were  indissolubly 
connected. Rents were the basis of 
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The carrying out of | 
this on a sound and equitable basis by | 
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purchase. If unfair rents were fixed 
either maliciously or ignorantly by the 
agen‘s, that reacted on purchase. If the 
rent fixing was wrong, then inevitably 
the land purchase would be wrong. The 
whole of the rent-fixing machinery of the 
Land Commission had been manned 
and run for the last twenty vears by the 
Tory Party in the landlord interest. He 
said that that was true of the officers of the 
Land Commission from top to bottom 
Those at the head of the Land Commis- 
sion had more to do with giving the tone 
to the actions of all the officers of the 
Commission right through than anybody 
else; and if those at the head were 
partisans, say, of the landlord interest, 
that would be felt down through every 
ramification of the machine. In_ his 
judgment, and in the judgment of his 
colleagues, the whole staff from top to 
bottom, with the exception of the 
recently-appointed = Fstates © Commis- 
sloners, was a packed staif that had been 
put in, within the last twenty years, 
by Tory Governments in the interests 
of the landlord class. Most of the 
appointments to the Land Commission 
were, he beleved, ordinary permanent 
Civil appointments, and — se 
far, no doubt, the hands of the Chief 
Secretary were tied, but that right hon. 
Gentleman could still do something by 
rearrangement of offices, by judicious 
promotion, and by other such means 
to improve the permanent staff of the 
Land Commission and to increase 
enormously the confidence of the people 
in its impartiality and justice. Besides 
the permanent staff there was a staff of 
temporary officers who were in no sense 
Civil oflicers. These officers 
were appointed originally for temporary 
purposes and were reappointed from time 
to time. His criticism of the statt 
generally was more particularly true of 
these men, who were put into their 
positious by the Tory Government u:- 
blushingly in the interests of the landlords. 
When he gave the names and quali- 


. . 
meryvice 


Service 


' fications of these men the Committee 


would be driven to the conclusion that he 
was strictly accurate in his statement. 
They were for the most part broken 
landlords, aged land agents, 
retired military officers, and political 
hangers-on generally of the ‘Tory 
Party. Was it not a monstrous thing, 


down 
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when so much depended upon the!tions. By refusing to reappoint the 


proper working of the Land Acts in 
Treland, that persons of that sort should 
have been put into the Commission, and 
that a great English Party should have 
packed the tribunal in the way it had ? 
Here was a field open to the Chief Secre- 
tary for immediate reform. A number 
of these persons had arrived at the end 
of their term of office—in the case of 
twenty-seven their period of engage- 
ment would have terminated at the end 
of March. Representations were made 
to the Chief Secretary almost immedi- 
ately he took office as to the way some 


of these men had been acting, how that, | 


notwithstanding the fall in the value of 
produce, these men had been for some 
months pest ectually raising rents— 
that there was good reason to believe 
that, ever since the Land Act of 1905 
wes passed, there had been a conspiracy 
on the part of certain people in Ireland, 
aided and abetted by these agents of the 
Jandlords in the Land Commissio., to 
keep down second-term reductions in 
order to keep up the price of land. 
Moreover, they impressed upon the Chief 
Secretary by every means in their 
power that the great majority of these 
twenty-seven men were distrusted by 
the Irish people and that they hed no 
proper qualification for their positions. 
They had therefore impressed upon the 
Chief Secretary the desirability of re- 
fusing to renew these appointments, 
urging him to fill up the vacancies thus 
created by men whose impartiality was 
proved to his satisfaction. In the King’s 
Speech at the opening of Parliament there 
wes a pledge that Ireland in matters of 
administration wes to be governed in 
accordance with Irish ideas. That pledge 
had led the Irish Party to believe that in 
matters of this kind, which so vitally 
affected the prosperity of the country, 
the right hon. Gentleman would adopt 
the suggestions made to him by Irish re- 
presentatives. Onthe contrary, however, 
he had rejected their views and advice. 


With the exception of five, he had | 


reappointed all those Commissioners , 
who had been the mere tools 

agents of the landlord party, and §.): 
a large proportion of whom 


five he had incurred just as much op- 
position from the landlord class as if he 
had gone the whole way and refused 
to reappoint any at all. He had dis. 


satisfied the people and profoundly 


stirred the souls of the Ulster Members 
of Parliament. The reappointment of 
these men was a very serious matter 
in regard to the working of the Land 
Act, and as showing the attitude of some 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s advisers 
in Ireland. He could assure the Chief 
Secretary that the confidence of the Irish 
people in him and his Government would 
not stand many more shocks of that 
character. As regarded the general ad- 


/ ministration of the Land Commission he 


might say that they were, as was usual 
upon these occasions, in a very difficult 
position. They were under the disad- 
vantage that when they had been able 
to seize on an opportunity of bringing 
forward a matter of this kind they were 


without the necessary facts and figures 


to enable them to discuss the matter 
intelligibiy. It was more than twelve 
months since they had had a Report 


‘from the Estates Commissioners, and 


they did not know, except in the most 
fragmentary way by means of Questions 
across the floor of the House, what the 
figures were for the past twelve months, 
what these Commissioners had _ been 
doing, or what they had achieved. When 
the Land Act of 1903 was passing through 
Parliament they extracted from the right 
hon. Member for Dover a promise that 
periodical Reports should be published 
by the Estates Commissioners. That 
promise had not been kept from that 
day to this, and it was a serious scandal 
that when the Irish Party desired to 
raise a discussion upon the administra- 
tion of this great Department, they 
were handicapped by the fact that they 
had not the necessary information before 
them. No facts, figures, or other infor- 
mation on the subject had been pro- 


| vided for the last twelve months. 


and | IRELAND 


THECHIEF SECRETARY For 
(Mr. Bryce, Aberdeen, 


The Reports are made up to 


were |the 31st of March in each vear, and 
notoriously distrusted by the people | the 


Estates Commissioners are now 


and had no qualification for their posi- | engaged on their Report. They could 


Mr. John Redmond, 
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not have it ready before the 3lst of 
March, but they will present it to the 
House as early as possible. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that did 
not satisfy him. A pledge was given to 
the Irish Party by the right hon. Mem- 
ber for Dover, and the pledge was re- 


placed after the right hon. Gentleman | 


left office by a pledge given by the 
Estates Commissioners themselves that 
they would issue periodical Reports. 
They should have had within the twelve 
months at least two Reports, and perhaps 
more. The Land Commission issued 
Reports with regard to the fixing of rent 
periodically throughout the year, and 
to-day he was unable intelligently to 
discuss what had been going on in 
the last twelve months in the 
Estates Commissioners Department be- 
cause his knowledge was only picked 
up casually, That was a serious scandal. 
He knew that the office in question had not 
had a sufficient staff, but it was the old 
question of the Treasury again. For the 
sake of saving the cost he supposed 
they refused to give the Commissioners 
additional assistance to enable them 


to prepare the Report, and the result was | 


that the Commons had to discuss the 
matter without any information less 
than tweive months old. The Land 
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regulations to hamper and thwa:t its 
proper working. He now asked the 
Chief Secretary to set that question at 
rest in justice to everybody by producing 
and publishing the letters containing 
those instructions. The Estates Com- 
missioners had them ready. They 
did not publish them because they 
had been forbidden to do so. Any- 
way, the regulations secret and public 
had all gone, and he congratulated the 
Chief Secretary most heartily on his 
action in tearing them up as soon 
as he got into office. Those regulations 
had prevented the effective working of the 
evicted tenants’ clauses of the Land Act, 
and other clauses with reference to un- 
tenanted land, and so forth. And now 
the Commissioners had been working 
| with perfect freedom of action in those 
| matters, and with a sympathetic Govern- 
| ment in office for four months, what had 
been the result? They were told th 

| 100 evicted tenants had been restored to 
| their holdings or to other holdings pro- 
| vided for them. It was possible for the 
Commissioners under the Act as it stood 
| now, in a ccmparatively small number 
| of months, practically to settle certainly 
seven-eighths of the whole evicted tenants’ 
| question. He wanted to know why had 
'that not been done? The Chief Secre- 
‘tary had done his part, but the reason 





Commission, he knew, had been hampered | these clauses were not working was that 
very seriously in endeavouring tocarry out | for four months the Treasury had been 
the Land Act of 1903 by the instructions | haggling with the Irish Government over 
and regulations under which they were | the appointment of five or six additional 
forced to act for 2 considerable time. It | inspectors asked for by the Estates Com- 
would be remembered that the right hon. | missioners to enable them to carry out 
Gentleman the Member for Dover issued | that portion of the Act. The Chief 
no formal regulations for publication, | Secretary had said the other day that 
but he did issue a number of regulations | now they were going to be appointed. 
and instructions from time to time to| He was glad to hear it, and he would 
the Commissioners, and when they called | be glad to know definitely if the ap- 
for the production of those documents, pointments had been made. 

(the Act having provided that regulations 
should be published) they were met with 
the statement that they were not really 
regulations at all; they were only letters 
and therefore could not be produced. 
It was unfair to denounce the regulations Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I suppose 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member it was the day before yesterday. 

for South Dublin, which were published | : 
and then withdrawn, because the real 
responsibility rested on the right hon. 


| Mr. BRYCE replied that they had been 
| appointed. 


Mr. BRYCE: Yes. Let justice be 





Gentleman the Member for Dover, who, 
having passed the Land Act, proceeded 
Immediately by secret instructions and 





done to the Treasury. The Treasury had 
consented to the appointments before 
the day before yesterday. 








755 Ciril Services and Revenue 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he did 
not imagine for a single instant that any- 
thing he said in the House would have 
such an effect. At the same time he did 
congratulate himself upon the coincidence 
that after this attack had been made on 
the Treasury, and after the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had made a sympa- 
thetic reply, these men were immediately 
appointed. Anyhow, he congratulated 
the right hon. Gentleman upon their 
appointment. But what he complained 
of was that the whole operation of these 
portions of the Land Act were hung up 
by a hostile Treasury for four months 
after a friendly Government got into 
office. That was a lesson with reference 
to Irish affairs. The Treasury had 
played the same part with regard to 
Jrish affairs all through. It was just the 
same when the Act first came into opera- 
tion. Here was a body created to effect 
a great national settlement of the land 
war in Ireland with £112,000,000_ of 
money provided for the operation, and 
yet, forsooth, the English Treasury 
heckled and fought with them for months 
before they would give them an office to 
sit in or clerks to carry out the work. 
The delay in carrying out this portion of 
the Act up to the present had been 
entirely due to the same cause, and he 
urged the mght hon. Gentleman, now 
that these additional inspectors had been 
gra ted by the Treasury, to see that this 
portion of the Act was put rapidly in 
operation, There was no portion of 
the Trish land question so vital. It was 
the promise of a settlemeit of the evicted 
tenants’ question that made the passage 
of the Land Act of 1903 possible. No 
man on the Nationalist Benches would 
have agreed to that Act except 
on the distinct understanding — that 
the evicted tenants’ question was going 
to be settled. Three years had passed 
since then, and these poor creatures were 
still out on the road side, some dying 
through hope deferred. This had gone on 
for four months afier a friendly Govern- 
ment had come into office. He did hope 
ihat the right hon. Gentleman would 
now insist that this portion of the Act 
skould be worked rapidly, and if he did he 
felt certain that in « few months the 
greater portion of the evicted tenants’ 
question could be settled. He did not 
say it could be completely settled. It 
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could not be settled without amending 
legislation dealing with grazing land and 
so forth. But an enormous amount of 
good could be done by a sympathetic 
and energetic administration unhampered 
by the action of the Treasury or anybody 
else, and he did appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman to make up for the culpable 
delay of the last four months by pushing 
on tis work in the immediate future, 
He was not able to discuss the Depart- 
ment with proper knowledge because 
they were without information. He 
moved this Motion in order to initiate a 
discussion in the hope that the right 
hon. Gentleman would be able to give 
them information, also as a_ protest 
against the action of the mght hon. 
Gentleman in the reappointment of 
these temporary Sub-Commissioners, and 
in the hope that the discussion that had 
taken place and the dissatisfaction that 
had been expressed on the matter might 
lead him to take more seriously on other 
matters the well ascertained and clearly 
expressed views of the majority of the 
people of Ireland, in sympathy with whose 
views he was pledged to govern the 
country. He begged to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £124,115, 
be granted for the said Service.”—./r, 
John Ltedmond. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.) said 
he desired to supplement the remarks 


of his hon. friend in reference to 
one particular phase of the land 
question, namely, the question of 


purchase as affected by the untenanted 
land. The part of Jreland which he 
represented was intensely interested in 
the action of the Government in respect 
of the restitution of such land, and whilst 
it was true to say that it would have beer 
impossible to have pussed the Land Ad 
of 1903 if it had not involved the 
possibility of a settlement of the evicted 
tenants question, it was equally true to 
say that it would have been utterly im- 
possible for the Government to face 
Parliament with the bill unless they were 
ready to promise a settlement of the 
questions of congestion and depopulation 
which existed side by side in the West 
Previous to the passage ol 
the Act of 1903 there had been a fierce 


agitation in the West of Ireland because 
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of the separation of the people from the 
land, and the aid of coercion was invoked 
in order to suppress it. Over and over 
again agitation had been accompanied by 


coercion, and coercion had been im- 
mediately followed by legislation 
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to | 


remove the grievance which gave rise to | 


the agitation. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dover when Chief Secre- 


tary was warned from the Irish Benches | 
that he could not accomplish the reforms | 


which he deseribed as being so necessary | 


unless the clauses of the Act in regard to | 


untenanted land in the congested districts 
were made compulsory. Time had justitied 
the prophecy that was made. Only the 


West 
had 


of 


been 


Ireland. 


done 


the 
that 


touched in 
The little 
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with the administration of the land laws 
of Ireland. Unless they got such a 
declaration and unless it was followed 
up by performance, the consequences 
to the country would be very serious. 
In the first place the people were 
still fleeing from the land, the hopes 
which arose in their breasts by the 


| promises made by Ministers in 1903 not 


having been fulfilled by the performances. 
The people now were beginning to despair, 
and the Chief Secretary knew what 
had heen the consequence of former 
periods of despair among the Lrish people. 
He warned the right hon. Gentleman 


| that unless his declaration was. satisfae- 
mere fringe of the question had been | 


| 


was accomplished, not by the Estates | 


Commissioners, but by the Congested 
Districts Board, and considering the 


was true to say that if the action of both 
hodies was to be continued at the rate of 
progress made during the last two- 
and-a-half years it would take at 


tory on this question of untenanted land— 
the distribution of these ranches, the 
bringing together of the people who 
worked the land and the land itself— 


| and unless that declaration was immedi- 
| ately followed up by prompt and energetic 
extent of the work still to be done, it | 


action, there must spring up in a very 
few months in Ireland, in the West, at 


| least, an agitation which would very 


least two or three generations before | 
the question was settled. In the) 


part of the country he represented the | 


land was in the hands of a very few 
people, and the inhabitants were huddled 
together upon bogs and marshes. Ninety 
per cent. of the people occupied holdings 
under £12 valuation, and at least two- 
thirds of the land, which meant all the 


good land, was in the possession of 3 per | 


cent. of the agricultural population. 
Most of this land was untenanted, unpro- 
fitable, and uncultivated. Those who 
were experienced in the question knew 


| quickly set the machinery of land 
purchase in motion, and once again 
teach the people of Ireland that 
it was really upon themselves that 
they must rely, and that if they 


that the feeding capacity of good land, | 
even in the best counties of Ireland, was | 


not nearly so great as it was ten, twenty, 
or thirty years ago, because of the absence 
of cultivation. Were they going to have 
cultivation by allowing a thousand or 
five thousand acres to remain in the hands 
of an absentee grazier, who often let his 
land go to waste ? That was not the way in 
which the country would be regenerated, 
and it was admitted by the late Govern- 
ment, and no doubt it would be equally 
admitted by the present Government 
At least they had the right to expect 
a declaration from the Chief Secretary, 
who was responsible for the administra- 
tion of the country, as to the future policy 
of the Government, of the Estates Com- 





showed themselves quiet the Govern- 
ment became negligent of their desires. 
That was the lesson that had been taught 
the Irish people, but the lesson had come, 
not from the Irish Benches, but from the 
Treasury Bench. They had reason to 


hope a few months ago, and they 
still clung to the hope that with 


the present Government in office the 
lesson would be reversed, and that the 


| people of Ireland might really feel there 


was some attention paid to the represen- 


tations made on their behalf. But the 
people were losing heart, and it 


would require a great change to bring 
them back to the state of feeling which 
existed two years ago. With reference 
to the action of the Estates Commis- 
sioners, there was a case in his own 
constituency where the Commissioners 
bought a small estate that was owned by 
the Rev. Mr. Birmingham, a rector of 
the Protestant Church, in county Meath, 
but the Commissioners left ninety-five 
acres in the hands of the owner. In 
other words they had resold ninety-five 
acres with the use of public money. to the 
non-residential landlord. In reply to his 
question the Chief Secretary informed 


. © . : | . 
missioners, and of all the bodies connected | him that the reason the rev. gentleman 
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was left those ninety-five acres was 
that the land surrounded a residence. He 
had known the place from his childhood, 
and he was rather taken aback when he 
heard that there was a residence. But 
he did not like to contradict the right 
hon. Gentleman in the House, without 
making a little inquiry. He was on the 
estate a fortnight ago, and he found as 
he expected that the residence of which 
the right hon. Gentleman spoke—on 
information of course supplied to him by 
otticials—was an ordinary herd’s house. 
and had always been a herd’s house, and 
had the character and appearance of 
one. There was a curious circumstance 
connected with that estate. An inspector 
came down before, he believed, the price 
was fixed, and with the landlord he 
visited the tenants, who believed that 
the estate had been purchased by the 
Estites Commissioners, and that this 
gentleman was selling it to them, certain 
amounts having been named; but as a 
matter of fact_he was there with the land- 
lord trying to make the price high. The 
estate had since been sold at a very 
much less price than that which they 
tried to induce the tenants to pay. 
That was the way the price of land was 
forced up. It had been since sold at a 
less price, but the strange thing was that 
four of the small tenants to whom allot- 
ments of land were given in the first 
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longer a tradesman had to make his 
living out of a small patch of land. The 
additional patch promised had not been 
given to him, and ninety-five acres of 
the best of the land had been acquired 
by the non-residential landlord by the use 
of public money. He would ask the Chief 
Secretary to make particular inquiry with 
regard to that estate. He had failed to 
get information from the Commissioners 
although he wrote to them on the matter, 
as he would have preferred to deal with it 
in that way instead of bringing it up 
'in Parliament. After all, the Irish 
| Tepresentatives were shown on every 
hand that the only possible chance of 
getting redress was to bring matters up 
in this House. He asked the Chief Secre- 
tary to pay particular attention to the 
questions of congestion and depopulation, 
for the two were side by side in the West 
of Ireland, and also to get the Congested 
Districts Board and the Estates Commis- 
sioners to administer the clauses of the 
Act dealing with these questions in a 
broader and more vigilant spirit than had 
hitherto characterised their action. In 
some districts large quantities of land 
had been acquired either by the Estates 
Commissioners or the Congested Districts 
| Board or both; in some cases it had been 
in their hands for a year or two years. 
He understood that the reason for not 
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instance and who had been induced to | distributing the land was that the Com- 


sign an agreement for certain allotments 
which were pointed out to them, and 
for which the annuity was fixed, now 
found that the land had been given to 
others, some of whom did not live on the 
esiate. The reason assigned for this 
was that they were not persons suitable 
for the working of the land. He did not 
know why they were not suitable. One 
of them, Charles} Brennan, was a man 
who had about one and a half acres of 
land on this estate, and for thirty years 
or more he had been earning the entire 
livelihood of himself and family on the 
land. It might reasonably have been 
expected that he was a person suitable to 
work four, five, or six acres more. The 
reason given in regard to another was that 
he was a tradesman. His trade was that 
of a nailer—a trade out of which thirty 
or forty years ago a man could make a 
living, but which had been destroyed by 
machinery and cheaper methods of 
production. This man who was no 


Mr. Hayden. 





missioners or the Board were anxious 
to acquire a great deal more land in order 
to have a wide and general scheme of 
distribution. He would approve of that 
idea if he saw any indication on the part 
of these bodies that they would quickly 
| acquire land. There was no indication on 
the part of the Government that they 
intended to bring forward, as he 
thought they must do in the end, a 
compulsory measure dealing with un- 
tenanted land in the congested districts, 
There being no such indication he thought 
it was indefensible for these bodies to 
hold up 1,000 or 2,000 acres as they were 
doing in some districts instead of dividing 
it among the small occupiers. This wasa 
pressing matter to which he invited the 
right hon. Gentleman’s attention. With 
regard to rent-fixing, great complaints 
were made all over the country as to the 
manner in which the Chief Commissioners 
and the Sub-Commissioners were dis- 
charging their duties. Ever since the 
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passing of the Act of 1903 they had been | there were serious times before them in 
fixing rents on a higher standard than | Ireland in the near future. 
existed before, and that side by side. 


with the fact that agriculture was more 


depressed now than in 1903, That 
depression continued, and the prospect 
was far from bright. A tenant some 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) said 
| that before the House broke up for the 
| Easter holidays he made a statement 
/which was resented here, and which 


time ago showed him the schedule in| had been resented in certain quarters in 
which the rent at which his holding | Ireland, He stated then what he believed, 
wa: fixed was set forth. Under one | and what thousands of the Irish people 
head Sub-Commissioner McElligot stated | believed, that for some time past there 
that it was extremely difficult to fix| had been a deliberate conspiracy in 
the rent because of the exceptionally | Ireland to raise rents with the avowe:l 
good treatment which the tenant had object of increasing the purchase price of 
given to the land. Then he proceeded land. He was not then able to give any 
to fix a very high rent, and because | specific evidence, but he proposed now 
the land was within the boundaries; to submit some evidence to bear out 
of a country town he put 33} per | what he admitted was a very serious 








cent. additional rent upon 
“ proximity,” but he did not take into 
account the fact that because it was so 
closely situated to the town the sum of 
10s. was levied for the local water and 
sanitary rate. Mr. McElligot was one of 
the twenty-two gentlemen in whom the 
Chief Secretary had recently expressed 
renewed confidence. He wished to im- 


press on the Chief Secretary and those | 


charged with the administration of the 
laws in Ireland the absolute necessity 
and urgency of dealing quickly with the 
questions of congestion and the redistribue 


tion of the untenanted lands in the West | 
of Ireland in order to save the people | 


and the Government themselves from 
consequences that might be serious. 
He said “ redistribution’ becau e this 
land about a couple of generations ago 
belonged to the predecessors of the very 


people who were driven from it at a_ 


time when the production of cattle 


seemed to pay a little better than allow- | 
ing men to increase and multiply there. | 
expres- | 


He wanted more than an 
sion of sympathy from the right hon. 
Genteman. He asked for a declara- 
tion of the policy which the Government 


was going to pursue in this matter in the | 


future. Unless the right hon. Gentleman 
Was in a position not only to make a de- | 
claration of his own good will, but to tell 
them that the various bodies connected | 
with he of the land 
purchase laws in Ireland were prepared 
quickly to administer those laws, and to | 
carry out in a sympathetic spirit the | 


administration 


it for | statement to make, especially in the 


| House of Commons. He had with him the 
| annual report of the Irish Land Com- 
| mission up to March 3Slst, 1905, and 
| he was in the same position as the hon. 
| Member for Waterford when he com- 
| plained that in regard to purchase he 
| was unable to deal with recent facts and 
‘figures. His (Mr. Russell’s) information 
on the question of fair rents was fourteen 
months old. That was not his fault. 
It was the fault of the arrangements. 
Taking the report as it stood let them see 
what was taking pla:e in the matter of 
rents. The total reduction in_ first 
term rents in that year was 14:8 
/per cent., and the reduction in the 
same class of rents during the preced- 
ing twenty-three years of the Land Act was 
21-2. There was a diiference of more than 
six per cent. With regard to second term 
rents, the total reduction for the year 
ending 1905 was 15:8 per cent., and during 
the preceding period the reduction was 
20°9 per cent. During the year ending 
March, 1905, the Chief Commission raised 
rents in twenty-four counties in Ireland 
'and reduced them in eight. For the same 
period the Chief Commission in first 
term rents increased sub-commission 
rents in seventeen counties and reduced 
rents in nine. With figures such as 
these it was impossible to avoid the 
conclusion that something had occurred 
to influence the Land Commission in 
dealing with these matters. He asked any 
member of the Committee, who had any 
knowledge of Ireland, whether there ha: 


promises which no doubt would be made, | been anything in the condition of Irish 








763) 9 Civil Services cand Rev 
agriculture to warrant that increase 
in rents? Was there a man in the 
Committee—he did not care where he 
sat, but he should stipulate that he 
should know something of the facts of 
Trish agriculture—who did not know 
that for months past Irish farmers had 
been driving home their cattle from the 
fairs because they were unsaleable ? 
knew that had occurred in his own con- 


tUC 


stituency, and if these poor people could | 
not sell their cattle how could they pay | 
In face of the position of | 
Irish agriculture and of the fall in| 
the price of almost every article of | 


their rent. 


produce, and especially the fall in the 
price of cattle, proceedings such as these 
were totally unjustifiable, and people 
had a right to conclude that there was 
this conspiracy in existence, the object 
of which was not so much to raise 
rents as to increase the price of land 
for the purpose of sale. Dealing with 


the question of appeal, he said the appeal | 
in the matter of fair rents under the Act | 
of 1903 must be held before one judicial | 


commissioner. It was true the Lord- 
Lieutenant might eppoint an _ addi- 
tional judicial commissioner, but under 


the Act the appeal must be held before | 
Mr. Justice Meredith or Mr. Commis- | 


sioner Fitzgerald. He did not know, 
by the way, why the latter gentleman was 


called a Judge, because he had no claim to | 
These two gentlemen, how- | 


that title. 
ever, had the right to appoint ten as- 
sessors who, according to the Act, must 
be men of skill and experience in agri- 
culture; and the point he wished to 
bring out was that these appointments 
must be approved by the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant, which meant the Chief Secretary. 
Ten of these gentlemen had been ap- 
pointed, and although a very large 
number of fair rent appeals were heard 
in the province of Ulster, out of the ten 
gentlemen who had been appointed as 
assessors to sit on fair rent appeals only 
one was an Ulster farmer. The rest were 
from other provinces, and most of them 
were graziers. The point he wished to 
urge upon the Chief Secretary was this. 
Did the right hon. Gentleman think that 
a grazier from county Louth, who knew 
nothing about Ulster farming, was com- 
petent to judge in sucha matter? He 
was not seeking to cast any blame upon 
the present Chief Secretary, because he 
Mr. TL W. Russell, 
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had been in office only four months; 
but the time would come when the right 
hon, Gentleman and the Lord-Lieutenant 
would be responsible. He could not 
appeal to the Front Opposition Bench, 
however, and so he was bound to appeal 
to the right hon. Gentleman, and _ his 
point was, as he had said, Did the right 
hon. Gentleman think that the appoint- 
/ment of a grazier from Louth, or a large 
grass farmer from ‘Tipperary, fulfilled 
the terms of the appointment laid down 
by the Act itself, which required that an 
assessor should be skilled in agriculture } 
This sort of people did not know any- 
| thing about farming in Ulster, which 
‘was quite different from farming in 
| Louth or Tipperary. He held that the 
| strict terms of the language of the Act 
had not been complied with. There was 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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not only the difference in the farming, 
but there was an important point which 
had told most unfavourably against 
these Ulster farmers—there was a differ- 
ence in thelaw. What did Mr. Callan, an 
assessor who came from county Louth, or 
Mr. Williams, who was a farmer under the 
Duke of Devonshire and an Englishman 
brought over a few years ago, know about 
the Ulster custom? He should be de- 
lighted to have Mr. Callan or Mr. Williams 
upstairs and to cross-examine them about 
| it. Under the Act of 1870, which governed 
the whole of the land code of Ireland, 
the presumption was that the improve- 
ments on a holding belonged to the 
tenant. That was stated in plain terms, 
but under the Ulster custom the right 
of the tenant to the improvements was 
much clearer. The Land Commission, 
with the exception of one Commissioner, 
Mr. Commissioner Bailey, who had 
gone, made the tenant prove the im- 
provements which were made by himself 
or his predecessor on title, and everything 
that the tenant could not prove went 
to the landlord without proof, although 
the Act of Parliament said the presumption 
was in favour of the tenant. Therefore, 
the Ulster men did not get their improve- 
ments, which they were entitled to, both 
according to law and custom. The hon. 
Gentleman proceeded to quote cases, 
especially from Monaghan, to establish his 
proposition. He said that in that county 
the figures showed that, since the Pur- 
chase Act of 1903, rents had been raised 
by even sums of £1 and 10s. all round. 
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He had it not in his heart to blame the! surely there ought to be some way of 


{3 May 1906} 


Chief Secretary. He was comparatively | ending a system which produced not 
new to the work, and had been dealing! more than 2 per cent. of increase, at 
with the English people in the past.{enormous cost to the landlord and 
He told them there was an appeal. But| worry and annoyance to the tenant. 
to whom? Then they were told it was a | There were 12,000 appeals now pending, 





judicial proceeding. What were the 
facts? A man got a reduction of rent, 
say in 1902, and paid the reduced rent 
up to 1906. Then—four years after- 
wards—the appeal was heard, the rent 
was raised, and the difference between 
the two rents had to be made up at the 
next galeday. The only intimation the 
suitor got was a halfpenny postcard 
announcing that the rent had been raised. 
Was that a judicial proceeding? In one 
of the Divisions of Monaghan a large 
number of rents had been raised, but in 
the other Division rents fixed by the 
same Sub-Commissioners were left alone. 
Those that were altered were raised by 
the automatic proceeding of putting on a 
£1 here and 10s. there. He heard the 
evidence in 1894 before the Morley 
Committee and he had not the slightest 
hesitation in saying that there was not a 
bit of judicial procedure about it. It 
was simply rule of thumb. They did not 
wani to raise every rent, and so they put 
on £1 here and 10s. there. What did the 
appeal system cost ? He knew the hon. 
Member for East Mayo was in a position 
to deal roughly with him on that point. 
In 1894 the appeal system would have 
been wrecked in the Morley Com- 
mittee but for his vot». He made con- 
fession publicly of the fact. He felt 
then that it was a very serious matter, 
when they were dealing with a man’s 
property, not to have an appeal. As 
the result of all this work and expense to 
landlord and tenant, during the whole 
existence of the Land Act rents had been 
raised 2 per cent. Was the game 
worth the candle? Two per cent. was 
neither here nor there for the landlord, 
and it was not much to the tenant, in 
comparison with the irritation, worry, 
and trouble which it caused. The tenants 
were brought ten or fifteen miles from 
their homes to the appeal court, and the 


difference in rent was consumed over and | 


over again. The expenses to the land- 
lord also ran away with any gain he 
might make. He knew the Chief Secre- 
tary had it not in his power to alter this 
system by a stroke of the pen; but 
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and no real impression had been made on 
them. The landlords appealed in almost 
every case, and he asked the Chief Secre- 
| tary to take into his serious consideration 
the whole question of appeal. Coming 
|to the question of purchase, the Land 
_Act had been in operation two and a 
half years. Perhaps before he dealt 
with that he ought to call attention to 
the condition of the Front Opposition 
Bench. The late Government was res- 
_ponsible for this Act and the conduct 
of it, and neither the right hon. Member 
for South Dublin nor the right hon. 
Member for Dover was in his place. 


Mr. BRYCE said he was very sorry 
to say that the right hon. Member for 
South Dublin was unable to be present 
through ill health. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said there was 
no doubt good reason for the absence 
of both right hon. Gentlemen, but it was 
extremely awkward to have to speak of 
| them in their absence. The Land Purchase 
| Act had been in operation two and a half 
years. Land to the value of £40,000,000 
sterling had been sold and the agree- 
‘ments signed. That was in a sense 
satisfactory, but in one sense it was 
most unsatisfactory. How far had they 
_got ? How much money had been dis- 
tributed? What was the inducement 
to give up inspection? It was a great 
thing to give up inspection and possibly 
by-and-bye it would be found to have 
been a great error. They gave up in- 
|spection and consented to the zone 
|system for one reason and one reason 
‘alone. The right hon. Member for 
| Dover said that all such cases would 
| be rapidly dealt with. It was for that 
/reason they gave up inspection and 
/accepted the zone system. The result 
had been that while the Government 
had secured a high price for the land under 
‘the zones, the people had not had the 
rapid dealing promised, and the British 
'taxpayer had lost the security which 
existed in the inspection. Now what 
| blocked the way ? Some people spoke of 

2E 
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the want of money, but this contention was 
now out of court. They could not get 
rid of the money they had got. They 
had been under a delusion for some time ; 
the scheme was not blocked for want of 
money at all. First of all there was the 
fresh start; one did not get into harness 
all at once. Then there was the inevitable 
muddle which followed a fresh start. 
Then there was the want of staff and 
office accommodation. They knew per- 
fectly well that the department had to 
fight for sanitary provision and sanitary 
offices, and there were times when, if a 
sanitary officer had been sent in, he 
would have cleared out the whole 
plice. That was the fault of the 
Treasury. Then there was the want 
of staff, inspectors, and clerks—that 
was the Treasury again. Did hon. 
Members think that the Treasury went 
into court for the purposes of promoting 
the working of the Act ? Not a bit of it. 
They went in for the purpose of obstruct- 
ing it and to prevent the untenanted 
land from being divided among the people. 
He cheerfully admitted that they had 
not now to fight the right hon. Member 
for Trinity College. He was out of it; 
nor had they to fight the members of the 
late Government. But all that was not 
sufficient to account for the delay and 
the block that was caused. There was 
no difficulty in the actual work of the 
Estates Commissioners. Their work 
was far forward. They had got or 
were getting settled by degrees all 
the legal difficulties that were bound 
to arise under a complicated Act. 
But they had got them settled, and it 
was when the case left them that the real 


trouble and the real delay began. 
It was the old old story. Every- 


one who knew anything about  Ire- 
land knew that when an Act was passed 
the moment it crossed over to Ireland 
a body of men would begin to obstruct it. 
This great Act was passed for a great and 
noble purpose, but was it being worked 
in the spirit in which it was passed ? 
The Estates Commissioners had done 
everything in their power, but their efforts 
had been blocked at every stage. The 
real difficulty arose the moment a case 
left the Estates Commissioners and got 
into the Department of Title. There 
was something like a dozen examiners 
of title. They were gentlemen belonging 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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to the Bar, and they were appointed at 
sums varying between £600 and £800 
a year. Of course these officials were in 
no hurry; why should they be? They 
were not permanent officers, and the 
sooner their work was done the sooner 


they would go back to the Bar. That 
was where the real trouble began. They 


were now bringing into the new depart- 
ment all the old machinery of the Landed 
Estates Court; but it was in the Depart- 
ment of Title that the real difficulty 
arose, and unless something was done 
there it would be impossible for the 
Act to work. When a case was ready 
and had passed through the hands of 
the Estates Commissioners, and_ had 
even got through the hands of the Ex- 
aminers of Title, what happened ? Under 
the Act itself Mr. Justice Meredith must 
distribute the money, that having to be 
done by the Judicial Commissioner. The 
neck of the bottle was blocked because 
no case could be settled until Mr. Justice 
Meredith had passed it, and he could 
not get through the work. Personally 
he should welcome the transfer of Mr. 
Commissioner Fitzgerald to this work, 
because he could do no harm there, or, 
at any rate, he could not do as much 
harm as he was now doing. There was 
no reason why there should not be an 
additional Commissioner for facilitating 
the last stage of these proceedings. The 
block was not due to want of money: 
they had not spent the money they had 
got. It was contemplated when the Act 
was passed that £5,000,000 a year would 
be spent ; but in the three years which had 
elapsed all they had had was £12,000,000, 
and they had not been able to get rid of 
all that. Surely there was some possi- 
bility of the Government's asserting 
itself over these officials. If they 
were once given to understand that the 
Government meant business, and that 
they would not be kept on unless they got 
through their work, then the work would 
be done. He wished to know if the Chief 
Secretary intended to look into the matter 
with a view to getting rid of those things 
that were blocking the way. The Land 
Purchase Act was the one thing that gave 
hope to Ireland, and he hoped the officials 
would not be allowed to thwart the work. 
He now wished to ask for some information 
about a gentleman who was appointed in 
1888 or 1889 to the office of Assistant 
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Land Commissioner at a salary of £800 a| let loose on Ireland. The Government 
year. Karly in the 90’s he was appointed | were bound to appoint the best twenty- 
to a sub-department for reporting on the | seven men they could find in the country 
prices at fairs, and his salary raised to| for this work. They should have care- 
£1,000. Upon one occasion he asked one | fully examined the credentials of can- 
of the Sub-Commissioners whether they | didates for the appointments, taken 
appreciated this Department and he said | into consideration who recommended 
they never looked at the prices. In 1897 | them for office, and, in fact, fond 
when the Agricultural Department was! out all about them. He did not say 
formed, this gentleman was transferred. ' that the whole of these men should 
It appeared, however, that Sir Horace, be removed. He and his friends had 
Plunkett, who was at the head of the! been denounced in Irish Tory circles 
Department, had no use for this official, | for what they had done in this matter. 
and if Sir Horace had no use for a man| He was, however, prepared to stand by 
then he was hopeless. Consequently, he} it. He would tell the Chief Secretary 
was transferred to the Congested Dis- | at once that he might as well have been 
tricts Board, and even they had no use for! hung for a sheep as for a lamb. The 
him, and he was sent back to the Agricul- | Unionist Members had given him just as 
tural Department. He wanted to know | much trouble for the refusal to reappoint 
where this man was now. He had/| five as they would have done for refusing 
been through the whole of the Irish|to reappoint fifteen. There was one 
Estimates to find his salary, but had} principle dear to the Unionist Party, but 
failed to discover it. He was told that} there was another almost equally dear. 
the Department gave a grant to the|It was that everything with a salary 
Agricultural Organisation Society of | attached to it must not get out of the 
£2,000, and the last he had heard of} Unionist Party. The longer the Chief 
his old friend was that he had a salary | Secretary remained in his office the 
of £1,000 to superintend the expenditure | clearer he would realise that truth. 
of this £2,000. Ifthe Government wanted | But all the Liberal Governments that 
retrenchment, here was an opportunity. | he had known to be in office were never 
What he wanted to know was where was|in power. The Castle and the Tories 
this man placed? [An Hon. MemBer:| always managed things for them, and 
Who is he ?] The name was * Porter.” | they would endeavour to do it now. 
Was he still a Sub-Commissioner? There; On2 of the Ulster Members put 
were fifty-seven Assistant Commissioners ;a Question the other day about 
chargeable on these Votes, and he wanted | a twopenny-halfpenny appointment of 
to know if his old friend was still doing | a builder in Belfast, and they were up in 
this work. The hon. and _ learned} arms about that going out of their ranks. 
Member for Waterford and he had|He hoped the Government would realise 
both made their views pretty clear | that there was no use in trying to satisfy 
before the adjournment for the Easter! those gentlemen unless they gave them 
holidays upon the question of recent | everything. Let the Government give 
appointments. He had never made|them what they liked, however, but let 
any secret of the fact that he had|them not hand over the land question 
appealed to the Chief Secretary to deal|to them. Did those gentlemen honestly 
with the matter. He had told the} approve of appointing to fix rents some 
right hon. Gentleman that he considered | of the men of the kind that were now 
it a great national question, that these | at work ? At any rate the constituencies 
rents were intolerable rents, and that! did not approve of it. They had been 
to appoint twenty-seven temporary | worrying his life out in regard to those 
officers of this kind was not a proper | appointments. 
thing to do. It was a curious co- 
incidence that most of the permanent Mr. LONSDALE: Not from my 
men had been put upon the Land Pur- constituency. 
chase Department, and that the tempor- 
ary men, who were open to influence, *Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Oh, yes, from 
had been put on the Rent Fixing Depart- yours. He urged that any body who knew 
ment. These men ought not to be those men was aware that they were mere 
2 E 2 
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creatures, and the Commiteee would find 
the rents were very different during 
1906 from what they were during 1905. 
But both the fair rent department and 
the question of purchase ought to receive 
the immediate attention of the Chief 
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been alluded to, he thought it only right 
to say that he had always found him 
to be a zealous and competent ofic‘al 
under the Congested Districts Board, 
He thought it was only right that he 
should state what he knew in regard 





Secretary himself, who ought to 


in the future be allowed to obstruct the | 
Purchase Act as they had been obstruct- | 
ing it in the past. The Treasury, at all | 
events, he was glad to think, was not | 
going tooppose the Estates Commissioners | 
dealing with the evicted tenants as 
they did before. | 


~ 


*Mr. WYNDHAM (Dover) said he had | 
not intended to intervene in this debate, | 
but as the period had been alluded to 
during which he was Chief Secretary, 
perhaps he might, on that account, be 
allowed to say a few words. All he 
desired was to make his position clear. 
He wished t» dissociate himself from 
the latter part of the speech of the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone. He thought 
a great mistake had been made by those 
hon. Members who had attacked the 
gentlemen who were discharging the 
difficult duty of fixing rents in Ireland. 
It was true that technically their ap- 
pointments were temporary, and that 
dated from the time of Mr. Gladstone’s 
first Land Act. At that time it was 
supposed that, after certain rents had 
been fixed end a standard arr ved :t, 


| 


let | 
the officials know that they would not | 


to the services which Mr. Porter had 
| rendered. 
*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Where is he 


now ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM said the hon. Member 
would see that it was not his duty to 
answer that Question. When he had 
the opportunity of judging of Mr. Porter’s 
work he found it good. The hon. 
Member for South Tyrone had stated 
that the last stage of land purchase, 
namely, the distribution of money, was 
the stage which ultimately set the pace 


|of land purchase in Ireland, and with 


that contention he agreed. He wished, 


; however, to correct one misapprehen- 


sion. When he introduced the Land Bill 
he said that they did not expect to 
proceed at a _ greater pace than 
£5,000,000 worth of purchase in any one 
of the first three years. At that time 
he was anxious to give full assurance to 
the Treasury to get the best terms, and 
he arrived at that estimate of the maxi- 
mum pace at which it would proceed 
during the first three years largely be- 
cause he knew that it would be very 
difficult to expedite the distribution 





rents would be fixed by agreement, and | 


that, therefore, permanent appointments 
would not be necessary. Since that time 
the Treasury had always been looking 
forward to a millennium in which Irish 
landlords and tenants would be able to 
agree about rents without going to law. 
In 1903, when they were debating the 
Land Purchase Act, not only the Trea- 
sury, but many persons from Ireland, 
believed that if that Act was a success 
the necessity for fixing rents on a large 
scale would disappear. If the presence of 
those gentlemen in a temporary capacity 
was a peril to the Land Purchase Act, then 
was the time to have said so, and not 
now, and since they had been discharg- 
ing almost judicial functions, he depre- 
cated most earnestly the practice of trying 
to bring pressure to bear upon them by 
debating their decisions night after 
night in Parliament. As Mr. Porter had 


Mr, 7. W. Russell. 


of the purchase-money. If his memory 
served him right, he believed that they 
inever sold more than £2,000,000—he 
idoubted whether it was more than 
£1,500,000—under the provisions of the 
Land Act, in any one year. 


Mr. FLAVIN: At seventeen years 
| purchase. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: That is not re 
levant. 

Mr. FLAVIN: But it is most im- 


portant to us. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM said he cordially 
agreed with the proposition that the 
distribution of the purchase-money ir 
the preliminary stages would ultimately 
set the pace of land purchase, and if in 
these days of surpluses—which were not 
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Secretary—help was to be given to 
ireland, it could not be given in a better 
quarter than by strengthening and ex- 
panding the Department which had to 
deal with the distribution of the purchase- 
money, rather than that part of the 
machine which dealt with the fixing of 
rent. If the hopes of land purchase were 
to be fulfilled, it was obvious that the 
fixing of rent must become a decreasing 
and not an increasing operation. If 
they desired land purchase to go on 
more rapidly they would have to 
strengthen the machinery of land pur- 
chase throughout from top to bottom. 
They knew the attitude of the Treasury 
upon this question. It was certain that 
the Treasury were not going to raise 
millions when Consols were at $0, in 
order that the money might lie for two 
or three years in the Irish Land Courts. 
That was an operation which no sane 
financier would indulge in. If land 
purchase was to go on at a rapid pace, 
and if the Treasury saw its way, under 
happier conditions than had recently 
prevailed, to assist the operation of land 
purchase, then the way to assist it was 
by strengthening the machinery which 
dealt with the ultimate distribution of 
the purchase-money. The hon. Member for 
Waterford had asked for the production 
of certain instructions to the Estates 
Commissioners. He was afraid that the 
hon. and learned Gentleman’s wish could 
not be gratified, for he issued no in- 
structions. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that he 
udmitted the right hon. Gentleman had 
not technically issued instructions. But 
the Estates Commissioners admitted in 
their Report that letters were written 
to them containing in effect instructions 
how they should proceed. When the 
production of these documents was 
asked for it was refused, on the ground 
that the documents were private. It 
was commonly reported that those in- 
structions hampered the action of the 
Commissioners just as much as the 
regulations of the right hon. Member 
for South Dublin. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM said that he issued 
no instructions; but, though he did 
not know the grounds for the rumour 
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to which the hon. and learned Member 
referred, he could guess them. In the 
first place, it was the duty of the Es- 
tates Commissioners to issue directions 
to their Sub-Commissioners, and the 
drafts of those directions were brought 
before him. For their final form he 
took full responsibility. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that the 
interim Report of the Commissioners In 
1904 stated— 

“All proceedings under this section have 
been regulated by the Acts, provisional rules, 
and the instructions received from time to 
time from his Excellency the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant.” 


It was also stated that doubtful cases 
had reen— 


“Gradually settled by judical decisions, 
by instructions received, or by experience.’ 


*Mr. WYNDHAM asked the hon. and 
learned Member to allow him to pro- 
ceed. He had only dealt with the 
first of the two grounds which might 
have given rise to the rumour. The 
instructions to the Sub-Commissioners 
certainly embodied his views not only of 
what the Act laid down, but of what was 
the outcome of the debate on the Act— 
that where an agreement entered into 
between landlord and tenant was outside 
the zone it was the duty of the Land 
Commission to protect the State by 
inquiring as carefully as ever hitherto 
had been the case into the security of 
the holding, or to see that other parties 
interested did not suffer because the 
landlord had made an improvident 
bargain. That was his view when the 
Bill was debated, and he believed it 
was the meaning of the Act. That view, 
he said quite openly, was in the instruc- 
tions of the Estates Commissioners to 
the Sub-Commissioners. As to bargains 
within the zone, he had always held that 
there was no necessity to look into the 
security or to protect other interests. 
The only other ground for the assertion 
that he had issued instructions to the 
Commissioners was that he wrote them 
a letter towards the end of 1904 stating 
that where property had come into the 
market owing to intimidation or illegiti- 
mate practices, cognisance must be taken 
of the fact. It had been stated that 
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his communications to the Estates Com- 
missioners prevented progress from being 
made in dealing with congestion and the 
reinstatement of evicted tenants. There 
was no foundation for such a suggestion. 
He had always been most eager to deal 
with congestion, and, where possible, 
not to prevent an estate’s being sold 
because at some time tenants had been 
evicted. It had been said that he issued 
instructions contrary to the spirit of the 
Act. He wished to contradict that. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman consent to the pub- 
lication of the documents he has men- 
tioned ? 


*Mr.WYNDHAM said that the hon.and 
jearned Member might have the letter ; 
but there were no other documents—only 
the verbal communications between any 
Minister responsible to the House and 
the officials who worked under him. 
Those communications must be of a pri- 
vate character, but there was not a word 
in them that he should not be glad to re- 
peat to the Committee nor a word which 
departed in one jot or tittle from those 
matters which were in agreement when 
the Bill was being debated in the House. 


Mr. PAUL (Northampton) said he 
hoped it would not be thought pre- 
sumptuous if an English Member 
who had never been officially connected 
with Ireland like the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Dover, were to 
intrude in this Irish debate. After all 
this was the Parliament of the United, 
Kingdom—more or less united according 
to the policy pursued by the Government 
of the day. The money which they 
were voting was British money as well 
as Irish; unless it was spent for the benefit 
of the Irish people, in accordance with the 
opinions of their representatives, it might 
as well be thrown into the sea. The 
Acts of Parliament whose administration 
they were now discussing were both Land 
Acts and Purchase Acts. It was with 
the Purchase Acts which, with the leave 
of the Committee, he proposed to deal. 
England, Ireland, and Scotland, with all 
their differences of race, climate, and 
religion, found a common denominator 
in Committee of Supply. He was a 
convert to this purchasing legislation. 


Mr. Wyndham, 
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| If he had been in the House when the 
' Purchase Act of 1897 was passed he 
feared he should have opposed it. He 
regarded it as a gigantic and very danger- 
ous experiment in British credit. He 
remembered observing that the dis- 
cussion upon it was almost entirely 
confined to Mr. Gerald Balfour, who was 
then Chief Secretary, and the Gentlemen 
from Ireland, and he could not help 
asking himself whether the only person 
who was not represented in the House 
of Commons was the British taxpayer. 
But he freely and frankly admitted that 
he should have been wrong. Mr. Glad- 
stone once described the Irish tenant as 
the best rentpayer in the world, and Mr. 
Gladstone’s remark had been justified by 
the experience of all the Land Acts which 
had been passed during the last twenty 
years. The Irish tenant, when he was 
fairly rented, or when his rent had been 
fixed by a tribunal in which he had 
confidence and which was fully ac- 
quainted with the facts of the case, 
would pay to the uttermost farthing. 
When he was rented upon his own im- 
provements, when the fruits of his 
labours were diverted from himself and 
his family to the pockets of his landlord, 
he would rise in rebellion, as the English 
tenant would rebel in a like case. While 
he quite shared the regret expressed 
by the hon. and learned Member for 
Waterford that they had not fuller 
information before them, he was fully 
enabled, from listening to his speech, to 
appreciate the nature of the grievance 
under which hon. Gentlemen from Ire- 
land laboured. They complained that 
for a long series of years Assistant Com- 
missioners had been appointed of one 
political complexion, who sympathised 
with the interest of the landlord 
rather than that of the tenant. 
The right hon. Gentleman opposite 
was much shocked by the criticisms 
passed upon these functionaries. But 
he would remind him that it was not 
only by Nationalist Members that these 
criticisms had been passed upon the 
Sub - Commissioners. The late Mr. 
James Lowther with his racy humour 
called them the sub-confiscators, and 
the late Lord Salisbury described them 
as applying to the land which they 
had to value the umbrella test. Irish 
debates were never dull, but some Irish 
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debates were more interesting than 
others, and he thought the debate which 
was in progress was more interesting 
than one with which they were indulged 
a few evenings ago, when the question was 
whether there should be for the county 
of Cork one clerk of the peace or two 
clerks, and whether if there was one 
clerk he should have a salary or a salary 
and a half. Although this Parliament 
was new and this, its first session, was 
not very old, it had already been borne 
in upon his mind that if any appoint- 
ment in Ireland was not given to anyone 
who was in the first place a Protestant 
and in the second place a Unionist, the 
foundations of Irish society, at least 
in the North, were rocked and shaken 
to their very basis. [A NATIONALIST 
MempBer: And the Empire too.] That 
was quite correct ; as his hon. friend said, 
the foundations of the Empire were also 
represented to have been shaken. He 
would recommend his right hon. friend 
the Chief Secretary to keep them rock- 
ing. It was a perfectly harmless con- 
vulsion. There would be no Belfast 
riots over the appointment of Land 
Commissioners, and it would be positively 
indecent to select the last ditch in which 
to make a stand in the absence of the 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman the 
Member for North Armagh. Unless his 
right hon. friend proceeded, as he was 
sure he would, in a spirit of union and 
harmony with those hon. Gentlemen 
who could speak and could alone speak 
for the people of Treland,-the success of 
these Acts, introduced by Conserva- 
tives and passed by Conservative Par- 
laments, would be absolutely, frustrated 
and all hope of their favourable result 
annulled. A great deal, as they all 
knew, depended upon the spirit in 
Which an Act was administered, 
and that was more particularly the 
case in regard to an Act which 
could not be construed by strict rules or 
definite legal principles, but which must 
be interpreted with due regard to the 
circumstances of the case and to the 
circumstances of the tenant and the 
neighbourhood in which he lived. He 
believed that the electors of this country 
who had this Irish question brought 
fully before them the other day, while 
they were convinced that it would not 


be possible in this Parliament to pass 
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anything like the legislation for Ireland 


which Mr. Gladstone introduced in 188° 
and in 1893, were yet most strongly of 
opinion that Ireland should be governed 
as Lord Dudley, when Lord-Lieutenant, 
said—in accordance with Irish ideas. 
Speaking for his own constituents, and, 
he believed, for those of most of his hon. 
friends around him, he would say that the 
more thoroughly the Government acted, 
not merely in union with the opinions 
of hon. Members from Ireland sitting 
below the gangway, but by associating 
them so far as was possible under the 
present system with the administration 
of their own country, the better the people 
of England and Scotland would be 
pleased. They knew very well that 
when the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Dover resigned, and when he ought 
to have been followed into retirement by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the City of London whose policy was 
precisely the same as that of the late 
Chief Secretary, there came a change 
over the spirit of Irish administration, 
and that all attempt to conciliate the 
Irish people in the administration of these 
Acts and in other ways was given up. 
For reasons which he did not presume 
to criticise, it seemed impossible that an 
Irish Member should become Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, but the more 
responsibility it was possible to throw 
upon these Gentlemen who understood 
the wants and wishes of and were re- 


sponsible to the Irish people the 
better it would be for Great Britain, 
because the better would Ireland be 


governed. He thought the hon. Mem- 


ber for Waterford, if he would for- 
give his saying so, was a little 
inclined to be hard upon the Chief 


Secretary. His right hon. friend was in 
a very difficult position. He had to deal 
not merely with hon. Gentlemen from 
Ireland in Parliament, but with Dublin 
Castle which was not what its name 
would imply, a frowning feudal fortress, 
but a congested district of impervious 
officialdom, not unlike the War Office 
in London. It would be necessary for 
his right hon. friend to assert the legiti- 
mate authority which belonged to him, 
to teach the officers of the Crown in 
Dublin that they were the servants 
of the public, that if they were not 
directly answerable to this House he was 
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answerable for them and that he would 
not approve of any acts on their part 
which he was not prepared himself to 
justify from his place in Parliament. He 
was quite sure that if in the administra- 
tion of these Purchase Acts his right hon. 
friend went upon the principles laid 
down by the hon. Member for Waterford 
and accepted by the whole of the Party 
which he so ably led, he would re- 
ceive the steady, the hearty, the united 
and the loyal support of the Liberal 
Party in the House and in the country 
by whom his appointment was received 
with such hearty applause. 


*Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.) said 
he rose to support this Motion and to 
submit to the Committee his reasons 
for doing so. In the first place he would 
enter 2 protest against the shortness of 
the time assigned for this debate. The 
subject of the Irish Land Commission 
was of such magnitude that it naturally 

‘vided itself into two distinct portions, 
namely, rent fixing and sale, and 
separate day should have been allotted 
to each. The fact that sufficient time 
was not allowed for the purpose of dis- 
cussing both those subjects separately 
must be his excuse for trespassing upon 
the indulgence of the Committee at greater 
length than he would otherwise have 
dene, Farms in lreland had des:ended 
for generations from father to son, and 
having been neglected utterly by those 
who occupied the position of owners, a 
certain class of equitable ownership 
inevitably grew up in Ireland, in favour 
of those who did all the improvements 
on the farms and who had_ reclaimed 
in many cases a portion of them and 
in some cases the whole. This equit- 
able ownership was recognised — in 
Ulster in favour of the tenants, but in 
the other three Provinces it was, as a 
whole, ignored, and the landlords appro- 
priated the tenants’ property, while 
they increased the rent in proportion 
to the extent to which the tenants im- 
proved their holdings. At length, after 
untold hardships and __ indescribable 
misery, this state of things culminated 
in a semi-revolution and the tenant right 
was tardily recognised by the Land Act 
of 1881. That Act was a big step to- 
wards the settlement of the land ques- 
tion. It was the first recognition of the 
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tenant’s property in his holding, of the 
landlord’s rapacity, of the unreality of con- 
tract between them, and of the necessity 
for a special tribunal to restrain one sec- 
tion of the community from robbing the 
other. That, at the time, was called a 
measure of confiscation, and the author 
of it, Mr. Gladstone, was roundly abused 
as a revolutionary. That Act enabled 
every tenant to whom it applied to sell 
his tenant right or occupation interest, 
and in the event of his being disturbed 
in his position he obtsined compensa- 
‘ion for the tenant right apart from and 
in addition to the compensation for im- 
provements to which he might be en- 
titled. The tenant right and the im- 
provements, being alike the tenant’s 
own property, the landlord was not 
entitled to have rent fixed in respect 
of either, or to have the price fixed in 
respect of either in the event of his 


selling to the tenant. In short, the 
joint ownership, which had always 


existed from the point of view of moral 
justice, was at last recognised by statute, 
and the landlord and the tenant became 
part owners. No sooner had the de- 
nuneiations of that Act and its author 
blown over, than the very persons 
who had uttered them directed their 
attention to monopolising, in the interest 
of their class, all the offices by means of 
which the Act was to be worked, and the 
landlords who occupied the position of 
criminals asserted them- 
selves that, with the help of Mr. Giad- 
stone’s colleagues, they succeeded in 
getting into their hands the greater 
portion of the working of this great 
measure. The Act intended as a 
charter of justice to the tenants of 
Ireland, but the administration of it was 
put into the hands largely of the people 
who had made that charter necessary. 
Wholesale injustice had long been com- 
mitted unheeded by the British Parlia- 
ment until it had provoked des: eration 
and outrage. It was only then that 
Parliament recognised the extent of the 
injustice by establishing these special 
tribunals to settle the matter, and in true 
English fashion in dealing with Ireland 
spoiled its own gift by putting the 
administration of the charter into the 
hands of the interested parties. When 
the Tories came into office they were not 
troubled with any scruples, but simply 
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put in supporters of the landlord faction. 
The law and the facts were so clear that 
no one could fail to appreciate them, but 
the Commissioners and sub-Commis- 
sioners succeeded at the outset in con- 
fusing the law and the facts, and that 
confusion had been purposely continued 
during the twenty-five years in which 
this rent fixing had been in operation. 
During the whole of that time the 
Commissioners had shirked their plain 
duty of laying down the principle under 
which they and the sub-Commissioners 
were to act in such a way that there 
was to-day radical disagreement among 
them on fundamental points. What 
some of the Commission regarded 
and what he agreed was regarded as Mr. 
Justice Meredith’s perversion of the 
law upon this point was bad on all 
counts. It was that any form of competi- 
iion which had the effect of unduly 
inflating the letting value of a holding 
beyond what would otherwise be its 
fair letting value was not to be taken 
into consideration as a ground for in- 
creasing fair rents. That was a char- 
acteristic example of Irish interpretation 
of a law. It meant that there was no 
tenant or occupation interest, and the 
thing which the Land Act of 1881 
enabled the tenant to sell did not 
now exist. Mr. Justice Meredith had 
not the courage to use those words, but 
he intended that his words should be so 
construed, and knew that they were being 
so construed. Of that he had the best 
possible proof. The Chief Secretary, in 
answer to a Question put to him, liad said 
that it had been decided that no reduction 
could be made on account of the tenants’ 
occupation interest bevond his interest 
in hisimprovements on his holding. That 
meant,in other words,that the first section 
of the Land Act of 1881 had been re- 
pealed by Mr. Justice Meredith. That 
was a provision of law at present in 
force in Ireland, owing, in the first place, 
to the poverty and inability of the tenants 
to remedy it, and, in the second place, to 
the well-founded want of confidence 
in the Courts. Though the Land Act 
of 188! incidently mentioned the words 
“future tenants,” there was nothing in 
that Act which suggested in any way the 
creation of a new class, but the Com- 
missioners immediately set about creating 
and increasing a permanent class of 
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people under the name of future tenants. 
The Unionist Government embodied in 
the Act of 1887 a section rendering the 
intervention of the sheriff unnecessary, 
and making it possible to evict in Ireland 
after notice by a letter addressed through 
the Post Office. After a letter had 
been posted and a few other trifling 
formalities complied with, the tenant was 
destroyed and transformed into that 
hopeless outlaw, the future tenant. He 
might be dragged by a policeman like a 
thief from the house he had built and the 
home he had created. The Act of i896 
directed the Court to ascertain and 
record the gross fair rent from which the 
improvements,which were to be similarly 
ascertained, were to be deducted. That 
was in accordance with the Act of 1881. 
But in most cases there was not even a 
pretence made to comply with the law. 
What was called the Pink Schedule 
and all the forms and rules as they 
now stood were, in his opinion, 
planned with the deliberate purpose of 
taking out of the tenants’ pockets money 
they had honestly earned and transferring 
it to the pockets of the landlord, and 
they had successfully eifected this from 
1881 to the present time. In most cases 
there was not even a pretence made to 
comply with the law in making up the 
schedule. There was nothing in the 
record to show that any account had been 
taken of the price of produce and of 
labour and of the increase of local bur- 
dens and the various burdens which the 
tenants had to bear in a country without 
manufactures. There was no data to show 
whether proper deductions were made or 
not, and there was no authority for 
saying that proper deductions had been 
made except the unsupported assertions 
of the Commissioners. No tenant was 
oifered any means of ascertaining what 
the grounds were on which a high rent 
was fixed. The pink schedule was 
not available to the unfortunate tenant ; 
he was simply teld on a contemptuous 
halt- penny postcard the amount of 
the fine imposed upon him. Even when 
a Court Valuer had ascertained and re- 
ported im»rovements made by a tenant, 
there was no guarantee that justice would 
bedone. No deductions could be allowed 
for improvements unless a formal schedule 
of them was made out. In one case 


which he had inquired into, the tenant 
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had made extensive improvements in 
draining his farm, and those drains 
were shown to the Court Valuer 
when he inspected the land, but 
because the tenant had not lodged in 
Court a formal schedule of them, no 
allowance could be made in respect of 
them. The Court made the man pay 
for that improvement for no_ better 
reason than that he had not complied 
with a technical requirement not of the 
law, but the Court itself. That was a 
great injustice, and he had no hesitation 
in branding it as an outrage on justice. 
Having shown the improvements to 
the Court Valuer on the ground this man 
was entitled to believe that he had done 
all the law required him to do and that 
he was entitled to full credit for those 
improvements. He warned the Com- 
mittee to guard themselves against the 
suggestion that there was anything 
exceptional in this case. If there was, 
an independent examination of the 
files would be welcomed by the Land 
Commissioners as the best means of 
refuting the charge and vindicating them- 
selves. But when he asked for such an 
examination, instead of availing them- 
selves of it, the Land Commissioners 
sheltered themselves behind the sugges- 
tion that this request was unprecedented. 
Was not thetribunal itself unprecedented ? 
This special tribunal had only been in 
operation five years when the Govern- 
ment found it necessary to order a re- 
vision of the whole of the rents that it 
had been fixing in the first term. This 
tribunal had systematically pursued a 
course diametrically opposed to that laid 
down by the law under which it acted. 
It purposely rendered it imposible for 
anybody to investigate its proceedings, 
and when challenged it shirked all inquiry. 
At the hearing in the Courts the Chief 
Commissioner and Sub-Commissioners 
hurried through the cases so rapidly 
that it was absolutely impossible to 
have due regard to their respective 
merits. Some of these rent-fixing Courts 
dealt with as many as 200 cases ‘n a 
week of five davs of five hours each day. 
That was an average of seven and a half 
minutes to each case. It was mani- 
festly impossible to take and consider 
the evidence from both sides in such a 
short time. In a certain case, owing to 
these methods, the tenant’s statement 
Mr, Ginnell, 


{COMMONS} 


| was not complete until after the decision 
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was given. That did not matter much, 
but when the tenant found an exorbi- 
tant rent fixed upon him for fifteen 
vears he naturally murmured, and men- 
tioned, among other things, that a large 
portion of his farm was covered with 
water during several months in the 
year. The Judicial Commissioner who 
was fixing the rent, and whose decision 
they were asked in this Committee 
to respect, had no better answer to give 
than to tell the tenant to go end drink 
the broth. That flippant and_ heartless 
remark was a specimen of what they 
were desired to regard with awe as 
judicial decisions. The gentleman who 
made it was one of those recently re- 
appointed by the Chief Secretary. For 
himself he had just as little confidence in 
the new appointments made by the Chief 
Secretary as he had in the older appoint- 
ments. The right hon. Gentleman had 
strangely selected them from among 
the admirers of his predecessor and 
opponent. The baneful effects of the 
Land Conference were not confined to 
ruinous prices for land. It was an inte- 
gral part of the Conference to destroy 
the rent-fixing Courts in order to force 
the tenants to purchase on the land- 


lord’s terms. The Land Commission, 
vicious always, had surpassed itself 
since that unfortunate Conference in- 


vented the system of purchase regard- 
less of value. That invention gave the 
landlords such a chance of fancy prices 
as they had never hoped for, and so 
excited their innate cupidity that Com- 
missioners and Sub-Commissioners were 
influenced in advance to promote the 
game. The Courts had been thus de- 
graded mainly with the object of forcing 
tenants to buy at exorbitant prices, and 
incidentally to degrade the Courts 
utterly in the eyes of the people in 
the promotion of that main object. The 
name of justice had been so misused 
and polluted as to amount to a moral 
menace. From that time, though the 
cost of labour and the burden of local 
rates had increased, though seasons had 
been bad, product short, and prices low, 
the Commissioners and Sub-Commis- 
sioners had, according to official returns, 
given on an average only half the re- 
ductions they had been accustomed 
to give in previous years. In 


some 
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instances, to his knowledge, landlords 


themselves, bad as they were, had on the | 


advice of their own valuers given higher 
reductions. For all the hardships of 
which the Nationalist Members com- 
plained, both Chief and Sub-Commis- 
sio ers were to blame, but more par- 
ticularly the Chief Commissioners, for 
they formed the rules of practice which 
their subordinates had to obey. They 
were the greatest scourge upon the 
people to whom they dispensed their 
perversion of the law. Yet that was 
the tribunal to which the Chief Secretary 
directed people as a Court of Appeal and 
fountain of justice. Before they could 
get those Courts respected they must 
make them respectable. A courageous 
exercise of existing powers would accom- 
plish all that was necessary. He sin- 
cerely hoped the Chief Secretary was 
inspired by a nobler ambition than to 
become another item in the long list 
of British failures in Ireland. If the 
right hon. Gentleman were equal to the 
needs and the opportunity now presented 
to him he would insist upon an immediate 
revision of the forms, rules, practices 
and interpretation of the Land Com- 
mission in order to bring them into accord 
with the letter and spirit of the statutes, 
and side by side with that he would 
also insist upon an immediate revision 
within the current term of all existing 
judicial rents, such as was ordered by 
Section 20 of the Act of 1887. All this 
was easy for the Chief Secretary to do, 
and he would do it if the frost of Dublin 
Castle had not already frozen up the 
fountain of justice and liberalism at his 
heart. So much for the Land Com- 
mission proper as a rent fixing machine. 


He would now ask permission to say 
a few words on the Land Commission 
in its relation to purchase. In that 
tespect the Act of 1903 was the most 
one-sided measure ever passed, and the 
greatest Instrument of extortion ever 
devised. If it were important to the 
tenant that he should not be obliged to 
pay either rent or price for what was 
already his own property, when the buy- 
ing was done with public money, and the 
public were responsible in case of default, 
it was of public importance that no money 
should be advanced for what would in 


business be regarded as a bogus sale. 
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By bogus sales he meant all those now 
being ‘carried out in obedience to the 
decision in the King-Harman case, in 
which the landlords were being paid out 
of public funds the price of a thing that 
never belonged to them, with a bonus of 
12 per cent. added. Such a swindling 
system as that was so utterly indefensible 
that they were not without hope that the 
Chief Secretary would insist on having 
the decision overturned. The great 
achievement of the Land Conference em- 
bodied in the Land Act of 1903, was to 
abolish inspection for value, that pro- 
tection of the tenant and of the State, to 
remove that obstacle to landlord rapacity 
and to allow the landlord a free hand at 
extortion. Henceforth the price of a 
farm was not to depend upon its value, 
but upon the skill of the landlord and 
the simplicity and embarrassment of the 
tenant. Under former Purchase Acts 
when holdings were inspected for value, 
advances were refused in 7,838 cases, 
generally on the ground that the prices 
which the tenants had agreed to pay 
were more than the holdings were worth. 
A large number of estates had been sold 
under the Act of 1903 at prices five years 
purchase more than the prices under the 
previous Acts, and therefore five years 
in excess of their true value. Advances 
to the full amount of those prices had, 
according to the latest information, been 
made in all except 693 cases. The 
inflation of prices beyond value was the 
greatest and most obvious effect of the 
zone system, but it was not the only 
effect. That system, in the hands of 
skilful landlords and agents plaving upon 
tenants who had been deprived of their 
last shilling, and, consequently, of their 
courage, amounted to a real and deadly 
compulsion to accept any terms the 
landlord pleased to lay down. In the 
vast marjority of cases the tenants had 
nothing to say to the terms but sign 
them. The only choice left to them 
was immediate destruction by eviction 
or a slower destruction by purchase,*and 
the easier but the worse course was 
generally taken. The tenants, by signing 
these agreements, enabled the landlords 
to get the money from the State. It 
was “only one tenant in 1,000 who had 
the moral courage to face immediate 
ruin by refusing to sign the landlord’s 


terms. Such a tenant, while sacrificing 








787 = Civil Services and Revenue 


himself, did a distinct service to the | 
to have to) 
Commissioners | 
so far from recognising that service | 


State. He 
add that the 


regretted 
Estates 


showed very scant favour to such a 
man. He enjoyed the distinction of 
having in his constituency a landlord 
who had sold a slum estate comprising 
a swamp farm appropriately occupied by 
a lunatic tenant. The landlord got the 
lunatic to purchase the swamp at more 
than twice its value. On the strength 
of that agreement it seemed that the 
landlord had obtained the cash amount of 
that monstrous price with the hand- 
some bonus of 12 per cent. added, and he 
had left the Estates Commissioners to 
cue the lunatic for the annuities. It 
was needless to ask what any decent man 
would think of such a landlord. He 
thought this was the time and place to 
ask what were they to think of the 
supervision exercised by the Commis- 
sioners over their inspectors in the 
presence of sucha transaction? Did any 
Member of Parliament who voted for 
the Act of 1903 realise that it would be 
used as a trap for lunatics? That land- 
lord was a specimen of the class to which 
the British Parliament in a fit of one- 
sided generosity had voted four or five 
bonuses. The first bonus wes a_ free 
grant in cash of 12 per cent. added to 
the purchase money. This was called 
in the discussions on the Bill a financial 
bridge to enable landlords and tenants 
to meet, and be cqually beneficial to 
both. Had this been used honestly 
for that purpose they would for 
the sake of peace have abstained irom 
criticism, but no precaution whatever 
was taken in the Act against a dishonest 
use of the bonus, and the more avaricious 
a landlord was the greater was his 
reward. True to their nature the land- 
lords had used and were using it to the 
extreme of dishonesty. So iar from 
letting the bonus be of any use to the 
tenants the landlords had taken it all to 
themselves and had increased its amount 
by, increasing the price. This bonus 
was worth somewhat more than three 
vears purchase and it amounted to 
£12.CC0,000. The second bonus was 
given to the landlords by way of 
relief from the costs of sales. Under 
this head they were relieved from the 
payment of stamp duties, which would 


Mr. Ginnell. 


{COMMONS} 
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otherwise cost them 23 per cent. on the 
amount of purchase money; expenses 
of publication and of notices; expenses 
of preparation of surveys, of notices on 
public departments, and of searches in 
the registry of deeds, titles and judgments 
and negotiation fees in cases of sales to 
the Commissioners. Those savings were 
worth one year’s purchase, or about 
£4,000,000. The third bonus was re- 
ceived by landlords of mortgaged estates, 
which constituted the vast majority of 
Irish estates. On receiving money from 
the State at 2? per cent., they could clear 
off the mortgages which were now costing 
them 43 or 5 per cent., and thus effect 
the savings, amounting in many cases to 
two years purchase. The fourth bonus 
was the legislative miracle by which the 
Act enabled the landlord without any 
disturbance of his household gods to 
sell his house and demesne and _ after- 
wards enjoy in comfort the house and 
demesne and the price of them, the sham 
sale having been to himself. This was a 
fine specimen, surely, of Unionist finance. 
It would be observed that all these bonuses 
flowed straight in the same direction. 
Parliament was dealing with two sections 
of the community and it ought to have 
been impartial. If favours were to be 
shown at all it should have been to the 
poorer of the two sections. Did the Act 
give any bonus to the tenants / 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
appears to be spending a great deal of 
time in criticising the Act. He must 
adhere to the administration of the Act, 
and he is not entitled to discuss any 
errors of legislation. 


*Mr. GINNELL 
that the bonus did not give any 
benefit to the tenants; in fact It 
only increased ther difficulties. The 
Act gave them nothing but zones by 
means of which the ‘andilords could hold 
them as in a vice absolutely at their 
mercy, and make the Act where it 
suited them compulsory. One could 
not help admiring the accuracy with 
which one landlord had described the 
situation, for when his poor tenants 
murmured against the price he demanded 
he told them they were only biting 
granite. The bonus of 12 per cent. 
which was to have formed a financial 


(continuing) said 
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bridge enabling landlords, without loss, | 
to sell more cheaply than under the | 
previous Acts had only increased their | 
cupidity. The Chief Secretary had ad- 
mitted in a carefully prepared reply 
that the average price under the Act of 
1903, exclusive of bonus, instead of 
being less than under previous Acts, 
was five years purchase more. In other 
words the cash which the landlord re- | 
ceived, including the bridge bonus, was 
eight years purchase more under the 
new Act than under the old. If they 
added the other bonuses which he had 
just mentioned they would find that in 
many cases the landlord was able to 
get, under this extraordinary Act, up to 
twelve years purchase more than the 
holding was worth. He would give the 
Committee an illustration. A landlord 
who sold under the Act of 1896 a farm 
rented at £100 for seventeen and three- | 
quarter years purchase, which was 
rather over the average under that Act, | 
would receive £1,775, out of which he 
would pay all the costs of the sale; 
he could, under the Act of 1903, sell a 
farm of the same value for twenty-two 
years purchase, receive £2,200, with a) 
bonus of £264 added, or a total in cash 
of £2,464, free from all costs of sale. 
This was a cash gain to him of £698 in 
excess of what an inspecting department | 
would certify that farm to be worth. 
To that sum had to be added the relief | 
from cost of sale and other advantages. 
That was what the Land Conference had 
dene for the individual landlord in| 
respect of a single farm. He would 
now consider the question from a 
tenant’s point of view. Supposing a 
tenant, paying a rent of £100, bought 
his farm under the Act of 1896 at seven- 
teen and three-quarters years purchase. 
That tenant would in the term of forty- 
two and a half years make a total | 
payment in principal and interest of | 
£3,017 10s. A tenant buying the same | 
farm under the Act of 1905 at the same | 
number of years purchase would in the 
term of 684 years make a total payment 
of £3,951 15s. 3d. That was to say, that | 
the same farm at the same number of | 
years purchase would cost the purchaser | 
£934 5s. 3d. more under the new Act than 
under the old. As against that increase | 
he had nothing but the longer time for | 
repayment. That was the true and) 
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entire value of the farm according to 
the scheme. ~ But value having been 
abolished as a measure of price, the 
landlord now could and did charge more 
than the true value. According to the 
latest returns the average price without 
the bonus was twenty-two years purchase. 
At this rate the tenant rented at £100 must 
make a total payment of £4,897 15s. 

being an increase of £1,880 5s. over 
his total payments under the Act of° 
1896. That was what the Land Confer- 
ence had cost the individual tenant. 

The result was bonuses for the landlords 
and zones for the tenants. Who would 
deny that class legislation had in this 
Act its most brilliant example ? 


*T ae CHAIRMAN: Order, order! The 


/hon. Member is still criticising the Act, 
/and that is not in order. 


He is only 
entitled to criticise the administration 
of the Act by the Land Commission. 
The hon. Member is a new Member, and I 


/have for that reason given him a good 
| deal of latitude. 


He must, however, 
deal only with the administration of the 
Land Commission and not with mistakes 


in the legislation of the past, or indeed 


with what he thinks is wanted in the 


| legislation of the future. 


*Mr. GINNELL submitted, with great 
respect, that he was leading up to that 
point in order to show the effect of the 
zones. He proposed to show that the 
evils of the zone system could be remedied 
without legislation. 


*TaeE CHAIRMAN: That will be in 
order. 


*Mr. GINNELL said that in 1903 the 
then Chief Secretary gave to Parliament 
his opinion that all the saleable land in 
Ireland could be bought for £100,000,000, 
and he got Parliament to vote that sum 
and a further £12,000,000 as a bonus to 
enable vendors and purchasers to meet 
easily without losing sight of the 
true value as settled by the scale of prices 
when inspection was practised. If they 
were charitably to assume that he 
expected the landlords to sell at a 
somewhat lower number of years 
purchase than previously, on the 
bridge theory, and that he cared at all 
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for the solvency of Ireland, how scanda- 
lised he must be now to find his pets | 
extracting such prices that £150,000,000 
would be required to buy the amount 
of land he had in his mind. 
£112,000,000 the landlords would receive 
in cash as the true value of the land about 
£73,000,000._ They would receive in 


cash in excess of that value by virtue of 


the zones, £22,000,000, and in cash 
also the so-called bonus of £12,000,000. 
They would receive in relief from the 
costs of sale and relief from mortgages 
at least £5,000,000. In other words, 
for property worth £73,000,000 they 
would receive £112,000,000, being 
£39,000,000 in excess of the value. He 
was, of course, aware that this was not 
the way in which the bonus was calcu- 
lated, that it was calculated on the entire 
price, and that the higher the price the 
landlord charged the greater was his 
reward at the public expense. But the 
method of calculation was not very 
material when the net result was as he 
had stated. That was what the Act of 
1903 did for one section of the community. 
Let them see what it did for the other 


section. It so arranged the matter that 
for this property worth £73,000,000, 


which the tenants could have purchased 
on inspection under previous Acts for 
£124,524,982 in the term of forty-two 
and a half years, they must now pay 
£202,118,386 in the term of sixty-eight 
and a half vears, being £77,593, 404 in 
excess of what they would have been 
obliged to pay had inspection been 
retained. This £77.000,000 was what 
the land conference had cost the Irish 
people. It was the result of the lamb 
lying down even for a brief period with 
the wolf. What a fine inducement for 
conferences on other subjects!) When 
the Act which produced these results 
was passing through Parliament the 
right hon. Gentleman who was now Prime 
Minister used these wise and honest 
words, but, alas, used them in vain— 


“T am not willing to put a load on the 


tenant’s back under “which he must entirely | 


break down and involve us all in disaster in 
order that the landlord should get, not a fair 
price, but an inflated security. If there are to 
be sacrifices in this matter, and there must be, 
these sacrifices must be mutual. Whilst it is 


right under existing circumstances that these | 


gentlemen (the landlords) should receive just, 
and even generous treatment, 
right to escape laden with the spoils of war, 


Mr. Ginnell. 


{COMMONS} 
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they have no | 
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| no right to burden the tenant and leave a 
| legacy of future trouble for the State.” 


|. The landlords were now going away 
'laden with the money which the Trea. 
sury was advancing without regard 
to value. He asked hon. Members 
to look to it that they did not per. 
sist in sowing the trouble for the 
State which the Prime Minister appre- 
hended. Was all the flagrant extortion 
now being practised nothing to those who 
passed by the way? Was the Chief 
Secretary content to play the role of the 
unconcerned spectator while the country 
he had undertaken to govern was being 
juggled and cheated ? Would he apply 
nothing more effective than civil common- 
places to the class who were making the 
people bite granite ? While on the one 
hand certain provisions of the Act were 
being used dishonestly, and while on the 
other the provisions of the same Act 
for the acquisition and distribution of 
untenanted land, which was so much 
needed, remained almost a dead letter, 
the Chief Secretary appeared to think 
that the Irish representatives should be 
satisfied when he threw up his hands in 
sympathetic despair and said he could 
do nothing. What sort of answer was 
that in the mouth of a Liberal statesman 
with a huge and, he believed, generous 
majority at his back ? Why did people, 
uninvited, undertake to govern a country 
if, with the power in their hands, they 
would not remedy great and admitted 
evils? Immediate compulsory sale at a fair 
price and the payment to landlords of 75 
per cent. of their gross incomes on second 
term rents, or their equivalent, pending 
inspection of the holdings, would, he 
believed, be the quickest and fairest 
solution of the problem. If the Govern- 
ment proposed such a measure he felt sure 
that the House would pass it. But, 
pending legislation, much more could be 
done by administration than the Chief 
Secretary had yet realised. Though the 
Estates Commissioners were under the 
control of Dublin Castle they deserved 
credit for having early this year exposed 
to public contempt the illegal instructions 
to which the Castle had subjected them. 
| That was a courageous act and a distinct 
public service. But the Commissioners 
had to wait for two years and a change 
of Government before they mustered 
courage to do it. Had they done it three 
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months earlier, while the Unionists were 
in power, it would have cost them their 
positions. He did not say that to 
detract from any merit due, but in view 
of the Castle’s capacity for mischief it 
was wholesome for the Commissioners 
to know that the Irish Members could 
measure them accurately and would not 
shrink from doing so. It might have 
been better to have left the Commissioners 
free to administer the Act in accordance 
with its terms and spirit, unhampered by 
any regulations. If regulations there 
must be, the new were preferable to the 
old. But the instructions issued under 
them to the inspectors were not in all 
respects satisfactory. What steps did 
the Commissioners take to ascertain 
whether the proposed purchasers sub- 
mitted to them were bona fide tenants ? 
Was any record kept of purchasers who 
had in recent years been graziers on 
eleven months tenure of the lands they 
had been enabled to purchase ? What 
measures were taken to counteract the 
designs of graziers upon untenanted 
lands and to reserve those lands for the 
beneficial distribution which was so 
large an element in getting the Act passed? 
Where there was reason to believe that 
the proposed purchaser was insolvent, or 
stripped of means for working a farm, 
was inquiry made as to whether that 
condition was due to excessive rent, and 
whether the purchase price was calcu- 
lated on that rent? Were prices being 
revised with the view of lowering the 
value of farm produce by the importation 
of cattle and products! Were some 
inspectors taking one course and others 
an opposite course on any or on all of 
those points? A very considerable amount 
of good could be effected by uniformity of 
principle and of practice throughout the 
administration. No such uniformity had 
hitherto existed even outside the zones 
where there was unquestionably a free 
hand. No one would undertake the 
moral defence of what had been done 
within the zones. The zone trick by 
which inspection was evaded was in 
practice, in the circumstances of Ireland, 
such a gross piece of systematic (lis- 
honesty as would not be tolerated for a 
day in any self-ruled country. Could 
that trick be exploded without legislation? 
He believed it could. In the beginning 


some of the Commissioners thought they 
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had jurisdiction to check the price with 
the value in all cases. They probably 
thought so still, notwithstanding Judge 
Meredith’s decision to the contrary. 
He suggested that a serious effort would 
be made to have that decision reversed. 
But he believed that it could in 
any case be nullified and _ prices 
brought back to the standard of value 
by a Treasury minute forbidding the 
Estates Commissioners to advance in 
any case a price in excess of the value of 
the interest which the landlord had to 
sell. Who would have a right to com- 
plain of an order so just? No one 
except a dishonest landlord. 


Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.) thought he would find him- 
self on this occasion in substantial agree- 
ment with a good deal of what had been 
said by the bon. Member for Waterford 
and other Members. He was unable 
to express himself in agreement with 
the hon. Member for North Westmeath 
however, because he was not able to 
recognise either his facts or his state- 
ment and interpretation of the law. 
If the Chief Secretary failed to under- 
stand the facts of the hon. Member, 
perhaps the Attorney-General who had 
written a book on the Land Act would 
be able to come to his assistance. 


Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR (Kildare, N.) : 
You are not a model of clearness your- 
self. 


Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH said that 
in reference to land purchase which had 
been spoken of both by the hon. Member 
for Waterford and by the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone, he thought anyone who 
had the interests of Ireland at heart 
would be most anxious to see a settle- 
ment of the land war effected with 
all possible speed. They would all be 
glad to see the evicted tenants question 
satisfactorily settled. They would be 
glad to see successfully dealt with the 
problem of the grazing lands of the 
west and the provision of better houses 
for the congested districts, and he hoped 
it would have the result of staying the 
drain of emigration from that part of 
the country. Whether that result 
would or would not follow, he would not 


venture to prophesy, but at any rate 
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the experiment was well worth the trial. 
It was only his anxiety to say or do 
something to accelerate the operations of 
the Land Purchase Commissioners that 
he ventured upon the Motion on the ad- 
journment for the holidays to bring 
forward several suggestions which had 
been repeated in the present debate. On 
that occasion he alluded to the fact that 
the operations of land purchase were very 
much retarded by the difficulties arising 
from the distribution of the purchase 
money, and he desired to suggest that it 
was impossible for the Land Commission- 
ers to distribute the purchase money at 
a rate which would keep pace with the 
sales going on. He then suggested that 
it would be the truest economy to give 
him assistance to dispose of the con- 
gestion of business that had arisen in 
the Estates Commissioners’ Office. Every- 
thing that was done to expedite land 
purchase would be a saving on the side of 
the rent fixing and other Departments 
of the Irish Land Commission ; although 
it had been very profitable from the 
lawyers’ point of view for the last 20 years, 
he did not hesitate to say, putting aside 
personal interests, that there was not a 
man who would not be delighted to see the 
rent fixing tribunal come to an end. 
He mentioned a case in which he was 
counsel, which came up as far back as 
1898, and had not been finally disposed 
of yet. Indeed it might be several 
months before the tenant knew what his 
ultimate judicial rent was to be. There 
were hundreds of similar cases. There were 
only one or two small matters in which 
he felt compelled to dissent from the views 
of previous speakers. The case of Mr. 
Porter seemed to excite the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone very much. 
Perhaps he did not vote for his hon. friend 
at the last election. Let him be given 
time and he might on the next occasion, 
and then perhaps they would not hear so 
much about it. 


{COMMONS} 


An HON. MEMBER: He could not | 


be found. 


Mr. JOHN 


point of order. Was the hon. and learned 


Gentleman in order in attributing such | 
a motive to the hon. Member for South | 
‘of land. That meant that in 


Tyrone ? 
Mr, Fetherstonhaugh. 


O'CONNOR rose to a 
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*The CHAIRMAN said he did not think 
the hon. Member was really aspersing 
the motives of the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone. He thought it was said more by 
way of a joke than anything else. 


Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH - said 
that if the remark was taken at all 
seriously he would at once withdraw 
it. It was intended as something in the 
nature of a joke. Did the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone by his reflections on 
the sub-Commissioners mean to suggest 
that if he was offered a position which 
might shortly become vacant with a 
satisfactory salary he would not take it ? 
He ventured to think that if any sane 
man was offered a post with a satis- 
factory salary he would be willing to 
take it. He objected to the criticisms 
made by the hon. Members for Water- 
ford and South Tyrone upon the sub- 
Commissioners. He himself did not hold 
a brief for either landlord or tenant, but 
he regretted that persons who had to 
discharge judicial functions should be 
discussed in this Committee in the manner 
in which they had been discussed, and 
that they should have it borne in upon 
their minds that their continuance in 
office was dependent upon the popular 
opinion of the Committee. Persons who 
discharged judicial duties ought,according 
to our constitution, to discharge them 
independently. He quite recognised the 
difficulty pointed out by the right hon. 
Member for Dover in appointing people to 
permanent office when they might not 
after atime be required. He did not quite 
see how the difficulty could have been got 
over, but he did say that when once men 
were appointed and proved satisfactory 
in the discharge of their duties they 
should be kept on—if he might use the 
phrase—permanently in a temporary 
office, that was that they should have 


security of tenure as long as their services 


were wanted. It was said that these 
sub-Commissioners were a lot of military 
officers and land agents and members of 
other unsuitable professions. The last 
return showed that they numbered 
ninety-six, of whom only six were land- 
owners or simple owners of land and 
nothing else ; six were neither landlords 
nor tenants ; thirty-four were combined 
in the ownership and in the tenancy 
many 
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instances they held one piece of land | 
in fee simple and were tenants of other | 
large pieces of land adjoining. Out 
of the ninety-six there were fifty who 
were tenant farmers; only three had 
ever been in the Army and twenty were 
described, in addition to farming, either 
as landlord or tenant, as being estate 
agents, auctioneers, and such like. He 
thought it was an unfortunate thing that 
it should be stated in this Committee 
that these men who discharged very 
difficult and delicate functions were 
dependent upon the opinion of — the 
majority of Members. He knew nothing 
about rents or whether they were high or 
low. but he deprecated the fact that 
these gentlemen should be threatened 
with dismissal if rents were higher 
this year than they were last. They 
called it conspiracy, but who were the 
conspirators ? Two Judges, one a Judge 
of the High Court and the other Mr. 
Commissioner Fitzgerald, who was re- 
garded and paid as a Judge. Was it 
suggested that they had entered into a 


conspiracy to raise rents since the 
passing of the Act? He had heard 


skilled valuers say, under cross-examina- 
tion, that the fall of prices was very 
sharp from 1878 to 1890. From that 
time on there was not such a fall of prices 
and the prices of many things on which 
rents were fixed, sheep, pigs, store 
cattle, ete., had not declined since 1890. 
He was not discussing whether rents 
should or should not be reduced, but 
he was suggesting that undoubtedly 
valuers of great eminence held that 
although first term rents fixed be- 
tween 1880 and 1890 required very 
considerable reduction to make them 
fair rents when they came up for 
revision, When they came to rents 
fixed after 1890 they did not find at all 
the same need for subsequent revision 
as the earlier cases required. That might 
very possibly account for the figures 
which the hon. Member for South Tyrone 
had quoted showing that the average 
reduction during the past ten or twelve 
years was greater than the average re- 
duction in 1905. Rents fixed in 1905 
would be first term rents or they would 
be second term rents that had been fixed 
later than 1890. He had frequently 
heard it said that where a tenant since 
1881 had not gone into Court down to | 
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the year 1905 that he must have con- 
sidered his rent, on the whole, pretty fair, 
and that it. was only because when times 
had changed he thought he would get a 
small reduction he went into Court in 
1905, and then he would not expect 
to get so big a reduction as a man who 
felt the pinch earlier in 1881 and went into 
Court then. That was enough, he 
thought, to acquit the Commissioners of 
the gross charge of conspiracy that had 
been made against them by the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone. He often 
heard the Commissioners abused by both 
sides, and it had always struck him that 
it might be said, in justice to these 
gentlemen, that, in the matter of fixing 
rents, if they pleased neither party, the 
chances were that the rent they fixed 
was pretty fair. He could not think 
that the sub-Commissioners had ever been 
neglectful of the interests of the tenants. 
Considering that the landlords of Ireland 
did not return a single Member and that 
the tenants returned the whole 105, he 
should think that it was very unlikely 
that the sub-Commissioners would act in 
the interests of a class who, however 
powerful they might have been in the 
past, certainly since 1885 had _ been 
totally deprived of political power. It 
was a most lamentable thing that the 
conduct of a Judge should be discussed 
in the Committee in this way, and that it 
should be plainly held out to him that his 
salary and his continuance in office was 
to be dependent on the decisions he gave. 
It tended-to arouse a want of confidence. 
It was suggested that the rents were 
raised with the object of affecting 
the purchase price. Surely if the tenant 
was aware that his rent had been fixed 
too high he would not give that same 
number of years purchas: as he other- 
wise would. He did not think the land- 


lords or the tenants were so ignorant 


of their rights that they would rush 
into a bargain that would be destruc- 
tive to either. They had been brought 
together in a wonderful manner since 
the Act of 1903. The Return published 
with regard to this matter showed that 
up to February, 1906, land sales amount- 
ing to nearly £33,000,000 had been agreed 
to. When people blamed a landlord 
or a tenant for holding back, did 
they imagine that in the three years 
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after the passing of that Act in 1903| of if those Sub-Commissioners were 
nearly one-third of the land of Ireland | swept away root and branch. In his 
would be dealt with ? He did not say | opinion some means should be devised 
that these agreements had come in too! whereby second-term rents should be 
fast. He would have been glad to have | fixed on a difterent basis from the casual 
seen more of them, but he thought they | and ineffectual method adopted et 
had come in as quickly as they could. | the present time. He failed to see the 
The fault he had io find with the Act was, | necessity for a revaluation of the 
first, that the money was not forth- | land after fifteen years occupation. 
coming, and, secondly, that the staff of |The Commissioners when they came 
Commissioners was not sufficient to/| first valued the land as they found 
deal with the money they had got.| it and took into consideration the 
Not having the money held back many | improvements which the landlord or 
a sale. Many a man, if he thought he | tenant had made upon it, as the case 
could get the money in time, would be | might be. At the end of sixteen years, 
glad to sell his estate. But the staff, when the tenant had made his improve- 
was not sufficient to deal with the) ments upon the land and spent his money 
matter, and that was why he had sug- | for them, a second Commissioner came 
gested the appointment of more Com-| out who had no knowledge of the 
missioners and examining clerks. He) state of the land fifteen years pre- 
had made that suggestion with some viously, and valued the land again. 
practical knowledge of the workings of In the case of one holding the land 
the office. He had also suggested the of which he saw at the time of its 
appointment of an additional Judge to | first valuation the tenant farmer thought 
assist Mr. Justice Meredith. He had _ he was to have credit for all his improve- 
never heard that the Commissioners ments. He spent £275 in draining and im- 
were idle and did not do their work, | proving the land, and fifteen years after- 
and he had come across numbers of | wards a Sub-Commissioner walked the 
solicitors and others who had to do land and what did he do? After the 
business with the office. He had expenditure of £275 upon the land the 
simply made that suggestion be-| tenant got 10s. reduction. When the 
cause he thought it would accelerate the} second term rent was fixed the landlord 
work. Surely they were all agreed, what- | appealed and the old rent was restored. 
ever might be the ultimate destiny of their | 

country, whether it took the shape of And it being a quarter-past Eight of 
the aspirations of hon. Gentlemen below | the clock, and there being Private Busi- 
the gangway or the shape that he and ness set down by direction of the Chair- 
those who sat with him desired, that the | man of Ways and Me.ns under Standing 
remedy for the chronic evil from which Order No. 8, further Proceeding was 
poor old Ireland suffered could only be | postponed without Question put. 

found in the solution of the land question. 
That should not be a Party question 
betweenthem. All Members representing) The House resumed. 


Treland should associate themselves with | 
that good work. | LANCASHIRE ~pageticg POWER BILL. 
| (By ORDER.) 


Mr. MEAGHER (Kilkenny, N.) said; Read a second time, and committed. 


that in dealing with this matter he did not | re 
been traversed by his hon. friends, and 
therefore as a tenant farmer he would con- 


| 

SUPPLY. 
fine himself to a few pertinent facts that | 

| 


Considered in Committee. 


had come under his own particular obser- (In the Committee.) 


vation. He had heard a good deal as to . 
: : | [Mr. CALDWEL anark y 
the appointment and re-appointment | ,, [ : CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid.) in the 
5 : nse ' Chair. | 
of the temporary Sub-Commissioners, | 
but as things were he did not see thatthe} Motion made and Question proposed, 
farmers of Ireland would be any worse | “That a sum, not exceeding £124,215 


Mr, Fetherstonhaugh. 
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he granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1907, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Office of the Land Com- 
mission.” 


Whereupon Motion made and Question 
proposed, ‘That a sum, not exceeding 
£124,115, be granted for the said 
service.” —(.VUr. John Redmond.) 


Mr. MEAGHER, continuing © his 
speech, said that from beginning to endl 
the tenant class of Ireland had had no 
material improvement in theircondition in 
comparison with the fall of prices. It 
was too costly to take cases into court, 
besides which the results were too un- 
satisfactory, He maintained that unless 
compulsory powers were given to the 
commissioners to purchase untenanted 
lands the question of the evicted tenants 
wonld never be solved. He had asked 
the Chief Secretary how many evicted 
tenants in the county of Kilkenny at the 
date of the passing of the Land Act of 
1903 were entitled to be restored to 
their holdings, and how many were 
restored to their holdings. The answer he 
received was that 153 had lodged applica- 
tions and three tenants had been restored 
to their holdings. But his question was 
how many evicted tenants were in Kil- 
kenny at the passing of the Act who were 
entitled under that Act to be restored to 
their holdings. A Return showed him that 
there were 301 instead of 153. He did 
not for a moment insinuate that the 
right hon. Gentleman wished to mislead 
him, but what he (Mr. Meagher) wanted 
to call attention to was the fact that half 
of the evicted tenants were so down- 
hearted and had so little confidence in 
the Act that they absolutely refused to 
lodge applications for reinstatement under 
the Act. In his own county there was a 
case in Which 375 people had been turned 
out of their holdings to make room for 
sheep and bullocks, and the owner was 
living in Washington, in the United 
States. In the case in question 1,600 
acres of land had gone into wilderness 
through want of cultivation. Compulsory 
powers of acquiring these untenanted 
lands were necessary if the question of 
the evicted tenants was to be dealt with 
successfully. Unless there was 


{3 May 


some 
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vital amendment of the Act he failed to 
see by what means the evicted tenants 
could be restored. 


Sirk THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) congratulated his hon. friend upon 
his maiden speech. He had spoken very 
feelingly upon a detail of the Irish land 
question, in which he also took a very 
deep interest. It was a question which 
vitally affected the whole settlement of 
the land question as well as the peace 
and well-being of the country. They all 
expected when the Act of 1903 was 
passed that it would have brought about 
a speedy solution of the difficulty, but in 
that expectation they had been to a 
large extent disappointed. In his own 
county he was glad to say they had done 
somewhat better than was the case in his 
hon. friend’s county. At the passing of 
the Act they had, he believed, 189 
evicted tenants, and they had succeeded 
in settling seventy nine. That, so far as 
it went, was satisfactory, but it had not 
yet settled the question, and his reason 
for rising in the debate was solely to 
urge the Government to take every 
means in their power to expedite the 
settlement of this burning question. 
They believed the Government were 
actuated by a sympathetic feeling towards 
Ireland, and hon. Members from Ireland 
asked them to utilise their opportunities 
and powers especially for the evicted 
tenants. He did not quite agree with 
his hon. friend that they could not make 
satisfactory progress under the existing 
measure. He thought that within the 
confines of the existing Land Purchase 
Act there were great opportunities for 
the settlement of the: question, but what 
was wanted was more energy and more 
courage in the administration of the Act. 
What they wanted was that the 
sympathy of the Government should 
translate itself into action, and that no 
opportunity should be missed of settling 
the case of any evicted tenant. It 
was purely a question of administra- 
tion. The Estates Commissioners had 
ample power to clear any farm or estate, 
and they could declare any parcel of land 
an estate, with a view to settling on it 
the evicted tenants. No opportunity 
should be missed to removethis great social 
sore which had proved such a great draw- 
hack to the social peace and prosperity of 
Ireland, and without a satisfactory treat- 
ment of which the land question could 

2F 2 








803 Civil Services and Revenue 
never be settled. In this time of return- | 
ing prosperity, when they were told that 

their exports were greater than they had 

ever been before, surely it was possible | 
for the Chancellor of the Exchequer to | 
find a sufficient sum of money to settle 
this question. He joined with his 
colleagues in pressing upon the Govern- 
ment the immediate necessity of dealing 
with the subject. 


Mr. O’'SHEE (Waterford, W.) said he 
desired to join in congratulating the hon. 
Member for North Kilkenny upon the 
excellent maiden speech which he had | 
just delivered. With regard to what had | 
been said he was inclined to think that | 
the hon. Member for North Fermanagh 
and his friends preferred the backstairs 
influence of Dublin Castle to secure 
appointments, to open criticism in 
Committee of Supply of the appoint- | 
ment and of the qualifications of | 
the men who had been appointed sub- 


commissioners. They all knew what | 
had gone on ever since the Land | 


Act of 1881 was passed, and they knew, 
above all, what had gone on during | 
the past ten years of the Tory Govern- | 
ment with regard to appointments in 
Ireland. If the archives of Dublin Castle 
could be searched, and if the correspond- 
ence which had passed between Lord | 
Londonderry and the late Chief Secre- | 
tary for Ireland could be perused, he | 
thought they would be able to trace a | 
munber of those appointments to the 
influence of Lord Londonderry and Lord 
Donegal. Many of the public bodies in 
Ireland had passed resolutions against | 
the appointment, under such influences, 
of men who were utterly unfit to give 
a fair decision with regard to rent fixing, 
and because they had done this they had | 
incurred the indignation of the hon. | 
Member for North Fermanagh and his | 
colleagues. It was a very difficult 
thing to find men qualified for these 
positions who could be regarded as 
impartial arbiters between landlord and 
tenant. He would much prefer that the 
Irish Government should come over to | 
England, Scotland, or Wales, and find | 
Englishmen, Scotsmen, or Welshmen to | 
perform the duty of fixing rents. It was | 
the duty of the Irish Government to 
look very closely into the personnel of the 
Land Commission. He had had a long | 
experience practising before the Land 
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Commission, and no doubt it would be 
thought a delicate thing for him to 
criticise the members of that Commission. 
He had known the Chief Commissioner, 
who was appointed under the influence 
of a particular landowner, go down 
to the chief Commission Court and 
adjudicate upon the cases brought 
forward by tenants of the very land- 


‘lord whose influence had secured him 


the appointment. That kind of thing 
had gone on all over the country. 
Mr. Justice Fitzgerald had for many 
year the duty of selecting sub-commis- 
missioners who had to fix the rents in 
the various parts of Ireland, and he could 
change them at any moment. Not only 
this, but he also had the duty assigned to 


him in consultation with Mr. Justice 
Meredith of s-lecting the tribunal to 
revise the decisions of those  sub- 
commissioners. He was not going to 
criticise Mr, Justice Fitzgerald, but 
the tenant farmers had the deepest 


mistrust of him in regard to the fix- 
ing of rents. No one doubted that 
that mistrust existed, and it was an 
outrage upon justice that a man who 
was so distrusted should first of all have 
the picking of the individual men to fix 
the rents on the sub-commission, and also 
the picking of the men who were to 
revise the rents of the men he had first 
selected. That was the position of things 
in Ireland to-day. The hon. Member for 
North Kilkenny had said that he should 
not deplore it if rent fixing were 
abolished altogether in Ireland, and he 
was of the same opinion, because the 
rent fixing tribunals were being used 
simply to keep up prices. The tenants 
could not go on much longer paying such 
high rents, the result of which was to make 
tham ready to snatch up anything in 
order to get relief. The system ought 
to be abolished root and branch. As 
a matter of fact, fifty of the sub-com- 
missioners were described as tenant 
farmers. If their claims to call them- 


| selves tenant farmers were investigated, 


it would be found in most cases they had 
no proper right to be so designated. In 
making applications they naturally de- 
sired to put the best colour they could on 
their previous occupation, and, having 
done that, they obtained appointments 
by backstairs influences at the Castle. 
Hon. Members from Ulster who_ repre- 
sented the landlord interest complained 
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of the criticism which had been directed | 
against the reappointments as unreason- | 
able and unjust. They said in regard to | 
these men who were removable that their 
appointments should be permanent, but 
they had not in the past said that the 
removable magistrates should hold per- | 
manent appointments. Why should they 
be soindignant because Sub-Commissioners 
were only appointed for one year? In 
the county he represented and a great 
many other counties in Ireland there was | 
hardly any untenanted land to be 
acquired. That being so, how were the 
labourers to be provided for? He 
should be glad to see holdings enlarged, 
and he hoped the Chief Secretary would, 
in dealing with the untenanted land, 
assent to some of it being allotted to the 
labourers. When the Act of 1903 was 
passing through the House an Amend- | 
ment was moved with the view of 
including the labourers in the benefits of 
the measure, but the right hon. Gent!eman | 
the Member for Dover, who was then 
Chief Secretary, intimated that he in- 
tended to deal with the labourers in the 
following year. On that promise the 
Amendment was withdrawn, The pledge 
had not yet been fulfilled, and he hoped 
that the Chief Secretary would deal with 
the matter in the forthcoming Bill. He | 
knew cases in the counties of Limerick 
and Waterford where the labourers 
had taken strong measures to prevent 
people who held large quantities of land 
trom getting portions of untenanted land. 
The labourers protested against farmers, 
who already had sufficient land, getting | 
more; they wanted a little for them- 
selves in order that they might be able 
to eke out a subsistence at periods of the 
vear when they were unable to get em- 
ployment from the farmers. He would 
point out one way in which untenanted 
land could be acquired under the Act of 
1903. It was not contended that there 
was anything to prevent the Com- 
missioners from buying land which was 
offered for sale in the open market. He | 
knew of cases in Waterford where land 
was offered for sale in the open market, 
and he believed it could be acquired for 
a moderate sum. That land would be 
very useful for distribution among 
evicted tenants whose farms had been 
grabbei. There were several of these 
farms. The same remark applied to 
other lands in Leinster and Munster. He 
asked the Chief Secretary to direct the 
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attention of the Commissioners to the 
Nugent Thomas estate in Waterford 
where the landlord had made his own 
brother the tenant of a large area of land. 
They held between them 2,000 acres of 
land from which a large number of ten- 
ants were evicted ten or fifteen years ago. 
The majority of the Judges had decided 
that the Land Commission might advance 


| money to the brothers for the purpose of 


the acquisition of this land by one of 
them, and it was admitted that he 
became the tenant of the land for the 
purpose of buying the fee simple from 
his brother and paying for it with money 
borrowed fromthe Estates Commissioners. 
On this estate at the present moment 
there were at least five evicte:| tenants 
some of whose farms had been grabbed 
by outside persons and some by the person 
whose title to the land was in question 
fifteen vears ago. He suggested that it 
should be represented to the Estates 
Commissioners that they ought not to 
countenance this and they should not deal 
with «a case in which the brother of the 
landlord became the tenant of land 
which would otherwise be unoccupied 
aud thereby oust the claim of the evicted 
tenants to return to the land. They 
ought not to advance the landlord any 
money so long as he held, or his brother 
held, this land which ought to be given 
back to the evicted tenants. He should 
like to refer to the subject of the pur- 
chase of their holdings by the tenants of 
town lands. The Estates Commissioners 
gave the owners of town lands, who were 
willing to sell, to understand that they 
could not see their way, considering the 
stringency of the conditions of the 
money market and the amount of money 
at their disposal, to make advances 
for the purpose of the purchase of these 
town holdings. He saw nothing in the 
Act itself, however, which compelled the 
Estates Commissioners to make any 
distinction at all between these town 
holdings and an estate which was mainly 
agricultural, and he hoped in future 
they would treat town tenants who 
applied for advances upon a different 
basis, and that they would make it 
clearly known to the owner of the land 
that they would have no hesitation in 
advancing money in the ordinary way 
to those tenants for the purchase 
of their holdings. Dealing with the 
question of returns he said that Mr. 
Porter who revised them was in a 
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class by himself in the Land Commission. 
The returns were not altogether satis- 
factory, and as his hon. friend had said 
in the last fifteen years they did not show 
any great change; but what made the 
figures in them much higher was the 
froth of Mr. Porter. As a matter of fact 
the returns were not properly prepared. 
He knew some of the gentlemen who 
went round to the fairs, and he knew the 
class of men that they belonged to. 
They were striplings drawn from the 
landlord class, and they only went for 
their information to dealers in the best 
class of cattle and did not trouble about 
other dealers at all. Then they sent in 
reports to Mr. Porter and from them he 
prepared the returns. None of these 
young men were qualified for their 
positions, they did not know how to 
speak to a farmer, and none of the 
farmers would understand them because 
of their highly Anglicised accent. In 
order to be qualified they ought to be able 
to speak Irish, but he did not think that 
any one of these gentlemen had been 
within a stone’s throw of an Irish-speaking 
peasant before his appointment. In re- 
gard to the zone system, he would like to 
refer to a case which excited the merri- 
ment of Mr. Justice Meredith. It was a 
ease of a landlord who had one tenant, 
who was his sister-in-law ; and when the 
Act of 1903 was passed they thought it was 
a good opportunity of getting some money. 
They made a judicial agreement the day 


before the Act came into operation, be- | 


cause under the zone system the Court 
might deal with tenants whose rents had 
been fixed by agreement at that time, and 
had never been decided in the Courts, and 
he himself knew of a great many cases 


that had come before the Commissioners | 


where the tenants were induced to sign 
judicial agreements the day before the 
Act became operative. These agree- 
ments in no sense, however, dealt with 
judicial rents, but the landlord said to 
the tenant, “ You must sign this agree- 
ment,” and accordingly it was signed. 
The agreement he was dealing with 
between this landlord and_ his sister-in- 
law fixed the rent at £110, while the 
landlord was paying a rent of £104 to 
the head landlord. After three months 
a judicial agreement of this kind took 
effect and became absolute ; but, unfortun- 
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an application for purchase at twenty- 
seven-and.a-half years purchase before the 
period expired. The Land Commissioners 
said that they were entitled to have the 
property inspected, and the inspector 
put the fair rent at £90. Then 
the Land Commissioners said they 
would not advance twenty-seven-and-a- 
half years purchase at £116, because 
they had lodged their application before 
the three months had expired ; but they 
said they would advance twenty-seven- 
and-a-half years purchase at £90. That 
was about £2,500, and the landlord got a 
bonus on that of £300. ‘This middleman, 
who was selling to his sister-in-law, had 
no interest at all, and the whole of the 
£2,500 went to redeem the head rent ; 
but he got £300 out of the estate, 
because he had made this arrangement 
with his sister-in-law, and if they had 
waited for three months he would have 
got twenty-seven-and-a-half years pur- 
chase at £110 instead of at £90, and 
would have received £550 as a bonus. 
Mr. Justice Meredith referred to the 
case as one of the absurdities of the 
zone system, and that was a typical 
case of what occurred every day under 
that system. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) said the hon. Member for North 
Fermanagh had tried to show that the 
Assistant Sub-Commissioners were selected 
| because they were skilled in land values, 
and were likely to be impartial, but his 
/hon. friend who had just sat down had, 
| he thought, shown that they were neither 
impartial, judicial, nor competent. This 
debate had been initiated because the 
|people of Ireland, having got rid of 
twenty years of Tory Government, and 
a. Liberal Government being in power, 
expected, at least, that the men who 
fixed rents should be impartial ; and that 
ithose whom the Tory Government ap- 
| pointed, and who after twenty years 
experience they found to be most unfair, 
| inexperienced, and incompetent, should 
| be replaced by men who should, at least, 
| be fair, qualified, and competent. It was 
| because the Chief Secretary had not beea 
‘able during the short time that he had 
‘occupied his office to ascertain the 
'enormities of the system under which 
these officials were appointed, and the 








ately, these people were incautious, and | wretched manner in which they had 
did not wait the three months, but lodged | done their work, and had been unable 
‘ { 


Mr. O'Shee, 
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to replace them by better men, that this 
subject was brought forward for discus- 
sion, and they trusted that in the near 
future the Chief Secretary would revise 
these appointments and appoint more 
competent men. Dealing with the evicted 
tenants, the hon. Member said he came 
from a district where 400 men had been 
turned out of their homes, and many 
of them had died. But some remained, 
and he had asked time after time since 
the passing of the Land Purchase Act 
of 1903 that something should be done 
to reinstate these men in their former 
holdings. So far, however, although 
two and a half years had passed since 
that Act came into operation, he did not 
know of one single tenant who had been 
replaced owing to its operation. It was 
true that some of the landlords them- 
selves had replaced evicted tenants, but 
so far as he had been able to find, the 
Estates Commissioners had not done 
anything to reinstate the evicted tenants 
in the county of Kerry. He would advise 
the Chief Secretary to send down one 
of his best inspectors to the county to 
make inquiry into the large number of 
which now remained, and_ to 
see whether the landlords, though not 
inclined to sell the whole of their estates, 
would sell that part of the estate which 
an evieted tenant had held, and where a 
man had grabbed the land to see if he 
could not be induced to leave the holding 
and give it into the possession of the 
former holder. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man would do that he would confer 
the greatest possible benefit upon the 
district and do something to allay the 
strong feeling which prevailed upon the 
subject. In his county there was very 
little untenanted land, and in the ease 
of an evicted tenant whose holding was 
occupied by another there was con- 
siderable difficulty in settling his affairs. 


Cases 


Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, Conne- 
mara) said the hon. Member for North- 
ampton had pointed out that the success 
of the various Land Acts depended 
a good deal -upon their administration. 
He thought that that had been proved 
by the administration of the Land Act 
of 1903, which had not been in favour 
of the Irish tenant and which should 
not be satisfactory to the Members of this 
Committee. The hon. Member for South 
Tyrone had pointed out how, in Monaghan 
and in other parts of the North of Ireland, 
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the Sub-Commissioners had been raising 
rents, but he wished to call attention to 
the method adopted by the Land Com- 
missioners in the west of Ireland. He 
remembered a Commissioner after the 
passing of the Act of 1881 stating that 
it was astonishing that people should live 
in such wretched holdings as these people 
had. The Commissioner having ex- 
pressed his astonishment at these people 
living on holdings of six or seven acres 
of rock and bog, for which they paid 
rents of from 15s. to 25s. an acre, in 
Kerry and Connemara, he the next day 
at the court house only reduced the 
rents by from 10 to 20 per cent. He 
admitted that if these people had these 
holdings for nothing they could not live 
out of them, and as a fact they did not. 
But his contention was that they were 
uneconomic holdings; that they were 
worthless and could not sustain life, and 
that the Commissioners if they acted 
justly should have reduced the rents 
by 75 or 80 per cent. The same 
spirit which actuated the Commissicners 
twenty years ago in fixing the rents in 
Connemara actuated them in the fixing 
of the rents all over Ireland. Until what 
was known as the western problem was 
solved the land question could not be 
settled.. When in Galway during the 
general election, he saw on the counter of 
a village post oftice a pile of papers, and 
was told by the clerk that they were 
money orders from Great Britain and 
abroad sent by the friends and relatives 
to the people living on these wretched 
holdings; that no less than £5,000 
a year reached that village in that 
way from Irish people who had 
been forced to leave their country. 
It was by money that came in that way 
that these people were enabled to pay their 
little debts and live upon their holdings. 
It was a monstrous shame and a scandal 
that the whole of the tenants on the 
western sea-hboard should have to pay £1 
an acre for land that was not worth Is., 
and until some means was found of 
giving the millions of acres of grass lands 
now untenanted to the tenants the Irish 
land question would never be settled. 
The sooner the Government tackled this 
question the better it would be for them- 
selves and the people of Ireland. 


Mr. BRYCE said he did not think 
that any one not acquainted with the 
jumble of legislation that formed the 
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Trish Land Acts and the large number of 
rules and regulations relating to their 
administration could appreciate the ex- 
treme difficulty of attempting to deal 
with all the points raised during the 
discussion and of presenting to English 
Members the points upon which reform 
was demanded. The difficulty to himself 


was increased by his short tenure of | 
that all but these five temporary assist- 


office. 
with 
the House and arrears 
Ireland to make himself master of the 
details of land legislation and _ the 
present condition, and therefore he asked 
indulgence if he did not deal satisfactorily 
with all the points raised. 
the extreme importance and gravity of 
the subject, and rejoiced that instances 
had been brought forward to show 
deficiences in legislation or administra- 
tion. But he must also observe that hon. 
Members seemed greatly to exaggerate 
the amount of power possessed by the 
Irish Executive; it was really very 
limited. One would think from the 
questions put in the House that it was in 
his power to be continually giving direc- 
tions to the Land Commissioners and 
Estates Commissioners ; but Parliament, 
rightly or wrongly—on the whole he 
thought rightly—had taken the matter 
from the Executive and inserted minute 
provisions in the Acts passed. Most of 
the points raised, or a large number, 
described as faults by the various 
speakers, were really points upon which 
the Legislature had given directions, and 
these it was not possible for the Execu- 
tive or the Commissioners to override ; 
they could only be varied by legislation. 
In the second place, these tribunals were 
entirely independent of the Executive, 
with specified statutory functions. He 
was entitled, of course, and constantly 
did so, to bring forward grievances or 
defects alleged to have arisen in adminis- 
tration and to ask them to go as far as 
possible to remedy them ; but, even if 
he thought in his own mind that they 
were not taking the way to give effect 
to the intention of Parliament, he had 
no right to attempt to exercise any con 
trol. Therefore he begged hon. Mem- 
bers, especially English and Scottish 
Members, to understand that some of the 
charges alleged to be defects in the 
system were not defects with which the 
Irish Government had anything to do or 
could amend. Only one charge had 


Mr, B ryce. 


He really had not had time 
all the work to be done in 
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of reform in| 


He admitted | 


| all partisans or incapable. 
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been made against the action of the Irish 
Government, and with that he would 
deal, though he had not much to add to 
what he said a month ago. The charge 
on the one hand from Tory Members 
from Ireland was that he did not re- 
appoint five temporary assistant Com- 
missioners, and onthe other hand from 
other Irish Members came the complaint 


ant Commissioners were appointed. He 
would tell the Committee how he pro- 
ceeded. Time was limited, and it was 
not possible to ascertain the merits of all 
the candidates. It would have been 
entirely wrong if he had judged by 
whom they were appointed or whether 
they had raised or lowered rents, 
That would have been to constitute 
himself a Court of Appeal from the 


| assistant Commissioners with functions 


for which he was not qualified. Further- 
more, if he had proceeded on the basis 
of whether an assistant Commissioner 
had raised or lowered rents, or if he had 
inquired who appointed or recommended 
him, he would have been departing from 
the principle that should guide a Minister, 
It would have been to indicate that 
because an appointment was made by 
one Government that appointment might 
be annulled by another, that a change 
of Government should mean a change 
of offices irrespective of the merits of 
holders of offices, and that would destroy 
public confidence in the Commission 
itself. He hoped the Committee would 
understand it was not upon any such 
basis he approached the question of 
appointments to the Commission. He 
endeavoured to ascertain the qualifica- 
tions of the assistant Commissioners, 
and at the same time he had the qualif- 
cations of candidates who appeared most 
competent examined, and the result 
showed that some of the temporary 
assistant Commissioners—of whom he 
wished to say nothing disparaging—were 
not so competent, so experienced, so 
capable as some of the candidates, and 
accordingly those gentlemen who were 
less competent were not reappointed, 


_and the more competent candidates were 


appointed in their place. He might 
perhaps have gone further and have 
superseded others; but at the same 
time he must entirely differ from hon. 
Gentlemen who had spoken of the tem- 
porary assistant Commissioners as being 
There was 
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no foundation for that charge being | mission itself, which had his entire 
brought against the whole number. concurrence. As the year went on it 
would be his duty to study more and 


: arefully the competence and 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he had not | OT? Penny mp 
spoken of the whole number, but he impartiality of those —_ performing 


Pei ., | these important functions and to en- 
rPeped Nea 0 y g ° 
repeated that the majority were blind | jeavour by degrees to bring the body 
partisans, : : 


of temporary Commissioners up to the 
highest possible point. But in doing 
Mr. BRYCE said he was specially | that it would be necessary to retain 
referring to the hon. Member, but, | the confidence on both sides in Ireland. 
judging from the information that | A question had been put to him by the 
reached him, and he had not personal | hon. and learned Member for Waterford 
knowledge, it would not be true to say |on the subject of inspectors under the 
that a majority were blind partisans. | Land Purchase Acts. The Irish Govern- 
'ment had selected one gentleman as an 

: ane ; | assistant Commissioner, two others to act 

Mr. FLAVIN asked if there was not | a, sub-inspectors, and six as inspectors in 
one appointed after a landlord's recom- | the matter of evicted tenants to negotiate 
mendation. ‘for their restoration. All were men of 
| practical experience and acknowledged 

Mr. BRYCE said it was not possible | competence and capacity. It was also 
for him to say, but that afforded no | contemplated to appoint some additional 
ground for dismissal; it was a matter | officers who the Estates Commissioners 
of history. The hon. Member for South | thought were wanted, and when the 
Tyrone suggested that there had been | negotiations with the Treasury on the 
unwillingness to displease Ulster Tories, | subject were complete he hoped to be 
but the hon. Member must think him | able to make a further statemont. It 
very simple if he supposed he hoped to was said that a good deal of the delay in 
conciliate them in any such way. No; the land purchase system had been re- 
the reason that moved him was the com- | moved by having additional persons to clo 
petency of one man more than another; | the work of examining titles. There was 
but where a case was doubtful he thought | an additional Vote for them this year and 
the occupant was entitled to the benefit of there were now two first-class examiners 
the doubt, and, though he could not ata higher salary and twelve at somewhat 
legally claim reappointment, if he was lower salaries. That was more than 
fairly competent and of long experience, double the amount charged last year for 
he prima facie was entitled to the benefit that item, and it was hoped that, with 
of the doubt. He did not say that ex- | the additional staff, the work of the 
perience always made a man better. He | Estates Commissioners would be greatly 
remembered the case of an eminent accelerated. He admitted that there had 
counsel of whom it was said, when he been some disappointment at the progress 
was appointed a Judge, that he was of land purchase, but difficulties had 
not a very good Judge. One of his arisen which could not have been fore- 
former friends at the Bar replied that | seen. He believed it would be possible, 
he thought that with a little practice he however, under the new arrangement 
would make the worst Judge on the/ to accelerate very much the working 
Bench. But if a man was prima facie| of the scheme. Some hon. Members 
competent, he thought experience ought | had spoken severely of the judicial 
to count in his favour. The only possible | staff. He was very sorry to hear 
principle on which to proceed was to) these things said about Judges; and 
endeavour to discover who were the best | he thought it was a little hard that 
men, with the largest experience, the| Judges who had no opportunity of 
greatest capacity for judging land, and | defending themselves, and who, as they 
the most freedom from any kind of|did not know beforehand what cases 
bias or partiality. It was quite possible | would be criticised, could not supply him 
that it would be necessary to make further | with material for their defence, should be 
changes, | Mr. Justice 








The temporary Commissioners | 
had been appointed only for one year 
under an order issued by the Land Com- 





subjected to this criticism. 
Meredith was a man of the highest 
character. 
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Mr. O’'SHEE denied that he had 
attacked the learned Judge. 


Mr. MEAGHER said he also wished 
to say that he did not attack the Judge 
in question. 


Mr. BRYCE said he was glad to have 
elicited from every Member who had 
spoken a disclaimer of anything but re- 
spect for Mr. Justice Meredith. As to 
the assessors, they were entirely outside 
the control of the Irish Government. 
They were appointed by the Judicial 
Commissioners with the consent of the 
Lord-Lieutenant, but the latter had no 
power to remove them. The Commis- 


sioners, however, had power to revise the | 


list, and their revision also required the 
assent of the Lord-Lieutenant, and he 
could and would, if a new list was pre- 
sented to him, scrutinise the names. 
Several Members had asked whether it 
was proper that rents should be raised on 
tenants’ improvements. They ought not 
to be raised on tenants’ improvements. 
Nothing was clearer than the intention 
of Parliament as to the assumption that 
improvements were made by the tenant ; 
and, if he was put to the proof, sometimes 
difficult, and had his rent raised on his 
improvements in consequence, he should 
like to alter a system which he believed 
to be unjust and would take any means 
that might be in his power for doing so. 
With regard to the criticisms passed on 
the slow working of the Land Commis- 
sion, it should be borne in mind that, 
when the Act of 1903 came into opera- 
tion, a number of questions arose for 
judicial interpretation. There were 
many questions coming before the Estates 
Commissioners raising difficulties which 
had to be settled by the Judicial Com- 
missioners. These difficulties having 
been now largely adjusted, he had 
every reason to believe that the work 
would go on at a much more rapid rate. 
The delay in purchasing congested estates 
had arisen from a most unfortunate 
blunder in the Act of 1903. A clause 
was inserted by the House of Lords 
which had practically the effect of tying 
the hands of the Estates Commissioners. 
The result was that they had been barred 
altogether in many cases from making 
any purchase because the loss incurred 
would be so high. He did not know 
how this could be remedied without 
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| legislation, but, if the Government were 
able to get legislation, this was one of 
‘the first things to be attended to. 


He 
could understand why the view was held 
that the land purchase prices were too 
high. The only answer he could make 
by way of explanation, if not of consola- 
tion, was that the tenant was more apt 
than before to pay prices which 
would think to be exorbitant 
because the time for redemption was 
much longer, and he grasped at this 
relief. Complaint was made that not 
enough had been done for the evicted 
tenants. That was perfectly true. The 
provision regarding them was one of the 
most important of the Act of 1903, and 
it was the prospect of relief to these 
tenants that made hon. Members accept 
some things in the Act which they would 
not otherwise have accepted. He said 
this not for any purpose of recrimination. 
There was nobody on the Front Bench 
opposite at the moment to hear re- 
crimination. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) 
asked what the right hon. Gentleman 


meant by relief to the evicted tenants. 


Mr. BRYCE said he was coming to 
that. He was now endeavouring to ex- 
plain why relief had been retarded. It 
was owing to two regulations made by 
the late Government. By the first it 
was held that the evicted tenants could 
only be reinstated by operations in con- 
nection with the estate from which they 
had been evicted; and by the second 
it was held that the Estates Commissioners 
could not buy untenanted land apart 
from the purchase of tenanted estates. 
This prevented the Commissioners from 
getting hold of land on which to put the 
tenants who could not be restored to 
land from which they had been evicted. 
The present Government cancelled these 
regulations altogether, and set free the 
hands of the Estates Commissioners. 
When so many criticisms were passed it 
was fair to remember that one of the first 
things the Government did was to 
endeavour to accelerate these operations. 
A further step taken was the provision ot 
additional staff for the purpose of dealing 
with the evicted tenants and allowing the 
process of restoration to go on. He 
heartily sympathised with the view that 
the acceleration of the land purchase 
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scheme was perhaps the most important 
thing to which the efforts of the Irish 


course, to the reorganisation altogether 
of the Government of Ireland. The Irish 
Government could not do much, but it had 
already done something. There were two 
particular objects to be kept in view by the 
Estates Commissioners—the restoration 
of the evicted tenants and the creation 
of small arable tenancies. The existence 
of evicted tenants had been one of the 


to figures which he had recently seen, 
the number of tenants evicted be- 
tween 1849 and 1882 exceeded 2,000,000. 
There had been no case of human 
suffering and hardship within memory 
which ought more to touch the heart 
than the case of the evicted tenants. 
Remembering the way in which these 
people were turned out of their homes 
after the famine, many of them left to 
starve, and many obliged to beg their 
way round the country until they could 
get off to America, he was astonished 
that past generations should have been 
able to look on with so much composure. 
That was why they were bound to do all 
that they could for those evicted tenants 
who remained. There nothing 
which would conduce more to the social 
peace and order of Ireland than the 
restoration of the evicted tenants, who 
had heen centres of discontent and of a 
sense of injustice wherever they had 
gone. He hoped that under the new 
irrangements the Estate Commissioners 
would be able to see an end to this 
question within a very few years. 
NATIONALIST cries of “ Months.”] He 
did not wish to be too sanguine, but at 
any rate within the life of the present 
Parliament. [Cries of “Oh.”| The 
other object to which he hoped the Estates 
Commissioners would specially direct 
their attention was the creation of small 
able farms. Much had been said about 
the desirability of cutting up the large 
grazing farms—many of them of rich 
soil—and of setting people to till the 
lind in places where it was formerly 
tilled and supported an industrial popula. 
tion. It was true that in the past many 
ifthe holdings were too small and were 


was 





{3 May 1906} 


(tovernment should be directed—next, of | 


very greatest evils in Ireland. According | 


Depts. Estimates, 1906-7. 


uneconomic. He did not desire to 
restore the condition of things existing 
before the famine. The attempt must be 
to settle people in tenancies large enough 
to enable them to live in decency and 
comfort according to the higher standards 
of the present day. But in some cases 
the soil was so rich that, with additional 
facilities for reaching market, the 
position of a tenant with twenty or 
forty acres would be  incomparably 
better than, and he would belong to a 
different social class from, the same 
tenant in the days before the famine. 
There used to be an economic school that 
considered that because the tendency had 
been to substitute grazing for arable 
farms, that tendency ought not to be 
interfered with. He did not believe that 
that was true, even on economic grounds. 
Taking into account the stimulus to 
industry and thrift, which was given by 
the possession not only of land, but of a 
holding on which it was possible to live 
in comfort and decency, it was possible 
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to get far better results than were 
obtained by the present system of 


grazing farms. The change would be 
very greatly for the benfit of the country 
as a whole. It was a dismal thing for a 
country to see itself steadily depopulate d 
not only by eviction, but by the turning 
of arable into grazing farms. In thirty 
years much more than a million acres 
That 
process he wished to stop, and nothing 
would be more in the interest of Ireland 
than that these rich lands in the west 
should be settled with people holding 


had passed from arable to grazing. 


farms of twenty or forty acres. The 
stoppage of emigration and the en- 


couragement of the people were political 
objects of the highest possible moment ; 
and he pledged the Government to do all 
they could to make the people of Ireland 
owners of their own land, to reduce the 
who had _ hitherto 
uneconomically 


sufferings of those 
suffered from having 
small holdings, and to replace in Ireland 
—or rather to place in Ireland for the 
first time—a prosperous industrial popu- 
lation. 





Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said that it 
was not an agreeable task to find fault 
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~with the right hon. Gentleman so early ; | 


but the Irish members would not be 
doing their duty if they did not let him 
know the feelings of the people with 
respect to certain administrative acts in 
Ireland. He must express his own great 
satisfaction at some of the announcements 
which the right hon. Gentleman had made. 
But when the Chief Secretary spoke 
of years being occupied in the settlement 
of the evicted tenants’ difficulty he did 
much to dash the pleasurable hopes which 
the other part of his announcement had 
created. ‘The Irish Members were con- 
vinced that the whole business could be 
-completed within one year, and the bulk 
of the tenants could be reinstated within 
six months. 


Mr. BRYCE: I said that, having 
heard of the difficulties sometimes ex- 
perienced in getting the particular piece 
of land the tenant desired, I did not 
want to raise false hopes. If it can be 


done within the year, so much the better. | 


Mr. DILLON was quite content if the 
right hon, Gentleman would throw him- 
self into that work, as he krew he would, 
in the spirit of the speech he had just 
made. ‘There was one other announce- 
ment which the right hon, Gentleman 
had made which was extremely gratify- 
ing and that was that a sub-commissioner 
had been appointed specially to take 
charge of the estates which were to be 
purchased for division amongst small 
farmers. He would now turn tosome points 
in regard to which they had to find fault 
with the administration. The reappoint- 
meni of the temporary Assistant Commis- 
sioners could not be regarded as satis- 
factory. The hon. Member for Waterford 
did not contend that Civil Servants should 
change with a change of Government. 
These men were in no sense permanent 
Civil Servants. They were men ap- 
pointed temporarily for a specific job, 
and were allowed to retain their ordinary 
means of living. The Commission set 
-up for fixing rents was no ordinary Com- 

Mr, Dillon. 
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mission. The Commissioners had to deal 
with the means of existence of a whole 
people. They had to adjudicate between 
an aristocratic landowning class, who for 
generations had maintained a hold upon 
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the government of Ireland, and a poor, 
persecuted, and impoverished tenantry, 
In that conflict, which was one of life 
and death, all the advantages lay with 
the landowning class. ‘They had all the 
social influences that wealth could secure, 
they had the best legal advice, and even 
if the tribunal was a fair one all the 
advantages lay with the landowning 
classes. But what had been the history 
of that tribunal? For the first five years 
after it was instituted whilst the Govern- 
ment of Mr. Gladstone remained in office 
an unsuccessful attempt was made to 
hold the scales evenly. In the year 1886 
the Liberal Government disappeared from 
power, and practically speaking, for an 
unbroken period of twenty years the 
whole control of Irish government passed 
into the hands of the Tory Party and 
the landlord class. Without the smallest 
pretext, and without endeavouring to 
maintain a shred of decency, that Com- 
mission had been packed against the 
tenants in the most barefaced way. 
Every one of these sub-Commissioners had 
been the nominee of a landlord or some 
agent of the Tory Party. 
they had been bailiits or hangers-on to 
one of the great houses in Ireland, and 
came with letters of recommendation 
from the Duke of Abercorn or the Duke 
of Devonshire. How could these men 
be impartial to the tenants! It was 
said that the fixing of rents had ceased 
to be a subject of importance. That 
was not correct, for as long as purchase 
was in process the fixing of rents became 
more important than ever. In the past, 
rents were fixed for fifteen years, but 
now the rent of the tenant fixed the 
price of his holding. There had alo 
been a serious increase in the price of 
Jand in Ireland. It was unnatural, 
forced, and based on no improvement 


In many cases 


in the profits of farming. 


Within one 


year the price of land had risen froma 
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general average of eighteen years pur- 
chase of all rents, paid in depreciated 
land stock at about £90, to twenty-three- 
and-a-half years paid in cash, with a 
bonus of 12 per cent. added. This rise 
was purely artificial and was due to 
three causes, all dangerous to the stability 
of land purchase—(1) the operation of 
the zones abolishing inspection ; (2) the 
extension of the term for redemption ; 
and (3) the temptation offered to the 
landlords to put on pressure by proceed- 
ing for arrears of rent and then calling 
on the tenants to sign an agreement for 
an excessive price. Why did that 
temptation arise under the new system ? 
Because under the old system of the 
Ashbourne Acts there was a Government 
inspection, and the landlord had no 
temptation to squeeze out of the tenant 
ahigher price. This system of pressing 
the tenant by suing for arrears had 
a danger not only to the 
future prosperity of the tenant but 
also to the security of the State. The 
process of fixing fair rents was more 
important than ever, and therefore it was 
that thev felt deeply aggrieved that the 
right hon. Gentleman did not take advan- 
tage of the opportunity he had the other 
day of making a substantial step towards 
giving an impartial tribunal in Ireland, 
which would command the confidence of 
all classes. In analysing the composition 
of the body reappointed by the right hon. 
Gentleman as temporary Commissioners 
for the fixing of rents the first test 
to apply was the religious test. The 
population in Ireland connected with 
agriculture was composed in the pro- 
portion of six to one of Roman Catholics, 
whereas the land-owning class were in 
the proportion of five to one of Protestants. 
The tenant and labouring classes were 
ten to one Roman Catholic ; so that if 
the Commissioners had been selected 
impartially the proportion 
have been six or four Roman Catholics 
Protestant. But the Commis- 
had been selected because 
they could be relied on as being the 
friends of one class. Twenty-two sub- 
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Gentleman, and _ if 
they had been selected impartially 
there should have been six Roman 
Catholics to one Protestant. But there 
were, as a matter of fact, seventeen 
Protestants to five Roman Catholics, and 
these Roman Catholics were either land 
agents or landlords. The assessors, who 
sat in the Court of Appeal and reversed 
the decisions of two sub-Commissioners, 
were the créme de la créme of partisans, 
There were nine assessors, of whom six 
were Protestantsand three were Catholics, 
The three Catholics were respectively a 
grazier, a landlord and barrister, and a 
land agent. This was what the right 
hon. Gentleman called impartiality. In 
Ireland the permanent officials—the Civil 
Servants of the Crown—were almost to a 
man Tories. During the past twenty 
years the Tory Government had staffed 
the public service with partisans of their 
own. ‘Tories were not so tender in their 
consciences as Liberals ; that was one of 
the troubles of his life. He had passed 
through many vicissitudes of Tory and 
Liberal Governments, and he had always 
found that a Liberal Government suffered 
from what was called—he did not use 
the term in any invidious sense—the 
nonconformist conscience. 
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rT e 
Tories were 


never troubled with “nonconformist 
conscience.” They acted on business 
principles. The right hon. Gentleman 


had given an explanation of why he 
could not interfere with the assessors. 
They were an important body of men set 
up by the Act of 1903, to make the 
whole system steel clad. These partisans, 
sitting with the Judicial Commissioner in 
appeal cases, could reverse the judgments 
Mr. 
Commissioner Fitzgerald admitted before 
a Royal Commission that he knew nothing 
at all about the value of land. The whole 
of this business wasa humbug and a fraud. 
The appointment of Judge Meredith 
straight from being the standing counsel of 
the landlords to be the head of the Land 
Commission was a glaring and gross 
scandal. There was no greater partisan 
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than Mr. Commissioner Fitzgerald. He 
had packed his Court and arrogated to 
himself a power for which he believed 
there was no legal sanction, and he 
harried and worried the sub-Commis- 
sioners until they did his will. They 
were justified in looking to the Govern- 
ment, from whom they certainly did 
expect some consideration for Irish ideas 
and for their poor people, who had 
groaned for years, almost for generations, 
under the worst form of government, 
the government of the ascendency class, 
and in hoping that the right hon. Gentle- 
man would show strength and courage 
and not allow his conscience to have 
such domination over him. Twelve 
thousand appeals were pending. God 
knew when they would be heard. The 
average time in which they could get an 
But some- 


Adjournment 


appeal heard was four years. 
times they were expedited. The case of 
the Marquess of Downshire was an 
instance in point. He was trying to 
screw up the poor part of his estate to 
twenty-three and a half years’ purchase. 
The tenants were refusing to pay. They 
had gone into the Land Court in 1902 
and had got very substantial reductions. 
Down came the Appeal Court, last 
month, and one of the assessors, accom- 
panied by Mr. Meredith. They went 
over the rents which had been settled 
four years ago, and obliged the Marquess 
of Downshire by raising eleven of the 
rents, confirming three, and reducing 
none. They would not get the Irish 
people to believe that that was conscience 
or fair play. He assured the Chief 
Secretary that there was bitter disappoint- 
ment and anger in Ireland over this pro- 
ceeding, and they hoped and trusted it 
would not be repeated in the future. 


*Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N.) said 
the speech of the hon, Member for East 
Mayo gave the Committee an insight into 
the ways and manners of the United Irish 
League. <A highly judicial department 
had been characterised as “a fraud” by one 
of the leaders of the Nationalist Party. 


The Chief Secretary had a most difficult | 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 


} 





of the House. 


duty to discharge when so many con. 
flicting interests were arrayed against 
him. He congratulated the right hon, 
Gentleman on his speech in which he had 
got over the difficult and delicate points 
with great diplomacy. He congratulated 
him also on the promise he had given with 
respect to expediting the examination of 
titles. The trouble arising in that connee- 
tion had been the cause of much of the con- 
gestion of which they had beencomplaining, 
He hoped the result of the arrangements 
which had been promised would he to 
expedite substantially the work of land 
purchase. The Act of 1903 had been one 
of the most beneficial ever placed on the 
statute hook. [A NATIONALIST MEMBER: 
For the landlords.]| He represented an 
agricultural constituency, and it was not 
difficult to see a marked improvement in 
the prosperity of the farming industry as 
the result of the security of tenure which 
was now enjoyed by many of the tenant 
farmers. It was because he was anxious 
to see the number of tenant proprietors 
steadily increased that he rejoiced in the 
announcement made by the Chief Necre- 
tary to-night. The hon. Member for 
South Tyrone had criticised the work 
of the Land Commissioners. He could 
assure the Committee that in the opinion 
of his constituents they performed their 
onerous and highly judicial duties ina 
careful and satisfactory manner. 


And, it being Eleven of the clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; 
again upon Monday next. 


EDUCATION OF DEFECTIVE CHILDREN 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed for 
Monday next. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Eleven o’clock. 
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Petitions. 
HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Friday, 4th May, 1906 


The Lord Silehester (2. Longford)— 
Took the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
¢ the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certi- 
<ficates from the Examiners that the 
“further Standing Orders applicable to 
=the following Bills have been complied 
swith : — Huddersfield Corporation ; Car- 
.lisle Corporation ; Todmorden Corpora- 
stion; Great Eastern Railway; Bacup 
= Corporation; Cardiff Gas; North Kast 
Lincolnshire Water; Thornton Urban 
District Gas ; New Mills Urban District 
Council; Uxbridge Gas. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


Speech indicates re 


Shrewsbury Corporation Water Bill3 
® Poole Corporation Water Bill. The 
order of Tuesday last referring the 
Examiners’ Certificate of non-compliance 
with the Standing Orders to the Standing 
Orders Committee, discharged. 


Grreat Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill 
|H.L.|. Reported from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments. 


commencement of 


Bury Corporation Bill [H.L.]. Reported 
from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
ments. 


(*) at the 


Buenos Ayres Grand National Tram- 
ways Bill [H.L.]. Reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments. 


Astcrish 


an 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne (Electric Supply) 
Bill {H.L.]. Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, That the Committee had not 
proceeded with the consideration of the 
Bill, the opposition thereto having been 
withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. The orders made on the 
12th of March and 8rd of April last, dis- 
charged, and Bill committed. 


County of Durham Electric Power 
Supply Bill [H.L.]. Report from the 
VOL, CLVI. [Fourtu SERIEs.| 
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Select Committee, That the Committee 
had not proceeded with the consideration 
of the Bill, the opposition thereto having 
been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie 
The orders made on the 
12th of March and 3rd of April last. 
discharged, and Bill committed. 


Petitions. 


Newport Harbour Commissioners Bill 
[H.L.|. Report from the Select Commit- 
tee, That the Committee had _ not 
proceeded with the consideration of the 
Bill, the opposition thereto having been 
withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. The orders made on the 19th 
of March and the 3rd of April last, dis- 
charged, and Bill committed. 


Watford Gas Bill. 
mitted. 


Read 2’, and com- 


Penllwyn Railway and Road Bill [H...]. 
Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


Gas Companies (Removal of Sulphur 
Restrictions) Bill. Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1*; and referred to the 
Examiners. 


Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London, No. 1.) Bill [H.1.] ; 
Education Board Provisional Orders Con- 
firmation (Kesteven, etc.) Bill [H.L.]. 
Read 2* (according to order). 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION, 
Petitions in favour of maintenance of 
existing religious teaching in Church of 
England schools of— 


Parents and guardians of children 
attending schools at Bolton, Holy Trinity 
—Accrington, St. John’s. 


Teachers in a school at Accrington, 
St. John’s. Read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS (BUILDING 
BYE-LAWS) BILL. [H.L.] 
Petition in favour of ; of Royal Sani- 
tary Institute. Read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 
2G 











827 Rateable {LORDS} Hereditaments. 828 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. from the Local Government Board con- 
are |vinced me that it would be unduly 
TTT eT aS TR | costly —costly out of proportion to an 
BOARD OF CHOOLS.) OLUNTARY good that would be gained—to a 
Statementshowing number of voluntary | for thet; end Sesetore 5 have put the 
oe abi . : 1“ | Motion on the Paper in an amended 
schools on Ist January, 1906 in urban if 
areas with a population of 5,000 and | sii 
over in England and Wales respectively, I take this opportunity of acknowledg- 
and their average attendance for statisti-| ing the courtesy with which my repre- 
cal year ended 31st July, 1904, with | sentations were received by the Local 
approximate percentages to the total | Government Board, and I hope to hear, 
number and average attendance ofall the | as I believe I shall, that there is no 
voluntary schools in England and Wales | objection to this Return. The Retum 





for the same period. ‘I asked for five years ago set out, in 
| respect of each union, the value of all 
LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 'kinds of property assessed for the poor 


Orders made by the Light Railway | rate, dividing them into lands, buildings, 
Commissioners, and modified and con- | railways, and other sub-divisions. | 
firmed by the Board of Trade. | have ascertained that there is a Retum 


I. Authorising the construction of Light | |presented every year under the Acts 
Railways in the. county of Lincoln from | of 1862 and 1897 known as the Annual 
Blyton to Frodingham ; urban districts ; Local Taxation Return, and all that 
of Enfield and Edmonton in the county I ask is that there should be a small 
of Middlesex ; urban district of Cheshunt | supplementary Return dividing one of 
in the county of Hertford; county of the columns which appears in that 
Somerset from Blagdon to Pensford. | Return—namely, the one which gives 
the the annual value of hereditaments— 
parish of Swadlingcote in the urban | 2nd showing the value respectively of 
district of Swadlingcote district in the railways and other properties separated 
county of Derby, of a part of Railway 0M from the other. 
(No. 1), authorised by the Burton and| 1 think that perhaps few of your 
Ashby Light Railway Order, 1903. Lordships realise the importance of this 

if. Authorising the working of branch ‘in respect of the greatly increasing 
lines of the North Staffordshire Railway | amount at which railways are being annu- 
as light railways under the Light Rail- | ally assessed for local purposes. Last vear 


Ii. Authorising a deviation in 


ways Act, 1896. | railways contributed nearly £5,000,000 to 
Presented (by Command), and ordered | local taxation, and so far as I can gather, 
to lie on the Table. the increase has been very rapid in the 


last two or three years. I believe that 
‘in the last three years the increase 
RATEABLE HEREDITAMENTS. -amounted each year to £250,000 or 
Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: | £300,000. To some extent this must 
My Lords, I need not occupy much arise from the opening of new railways 
time in asking the House to agree to) and the like, but the increase is very 
the Return asked for in my Motion | alarming to those who are interested in 
because, as your Lordships will naturally | railway property. I think it extremely 
suppose, I approached the Local Govern- | desirable that the full facts should be 
ment Board to find out whether there) made known, and I believe that the 
would be any objection to it. It is| preparation and _ publication of _ this 
really intended to be in supplement Return will aid in that object. 
and in continuation of a Return which I | 
moved for some five or six years ago, Moved, ‘“‘ That there be la‘d before the 
at the time when I was Chairman of the | House a Return showing for each 
Local Taxation Commission. At first | union in England and Wales (a) the gross 
I thought it would be desirable to have estimated rental, and (b) the rateable 
that Return brought up to date, but | value in 1899 and in 1906 of (i) All 
the communications which I received | rateable hereditaments, and (ii.) railways 
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Poplar 


included in (i.) (the term ‘railways’ to 
include stations and depéts).’”’—Lord Bal- 
four of Burleigh.) 


THe PRESIDENT or tue BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE ano FISHERIES 
(Karl CarrincTon): My Lords, in reply 
to the noble Lord, I have to say that my 
right hon. friend the President of the 
Local Government Board will be very 
glad to meet the noble Lord’s wishes. 
The Return which he asks for will be 
prepared with the least possible delay. 


On Question, agreed to, and ordered | 


accordingly. 


POPLAR BOARD OF GUARDIANS. 
Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH, 


who had given notice “To ask His 
Majesty’s Government whether the Local 
Government Board have ordered an in- 
quiry into the administration and ex- 
penditure of the Board of Guardians of 
Poplar Union; and, if so, what is the 
nature of the inquiry, and what are the 
instructions under which it is being held ; 
and whether adequate opportunity will 
be given to any ratepayer to appear 
at this inquiry, and to give such infor- 
mation germane to the inquiry which he 
may wish to supply,” said: My Lords, 
the notice which I have placed upon the 
Paper really consists of three Questions, 
but, of course, the last Question is by 
far the most important. I have every 
reason to believe than an inquiry of some 
sort has been ordered, but I have been 


unable to ascertain exactly what in- | y 
during the last three or four years, 


quiry it is, and some friends of mine who 
are interested locally in the expenditure 
of Poplar have also been unable to get 
the information for which I ask. 


I do not wish to bring any general 
charge of wasteful or extravagant ex- 
penditure against the Poplar Board of 
Guardians, but the facts and figures as 
published seem to me toshow a very strong 
prima facie case in that direction. I 
think it obviously desirable that by 
some means or another, before some im- 
partial tribunal, the precise facts should 
be made known, as well as all the diffi- 
culties with which the guardians of such 
& union as Poplar must necessarily have 
to contend. I should be very sorry 
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indeed if, in putting this Question, I were 
supposed to be hostile to the granting of 
any fair assistance or relief to boards of 
guardians in the East End of London 
who have great difficulties to cope with, 
but I do attach the very greatest possible 
importance to this, that if relief is to be 
given, either by equalisation of rates over 
the Metropolis or in any other way, the 
greatest care should be taken to see that 
the soundest possible principles of ad- 
ministration are observed, and that every 
reasonable premium in favour of economy 








| is put before those responsible for local 


administration. 


I quite admit that one or several 
tests taken by themselves may not carry 
conviction of a charge of wasteful or 
extravagant administration. For instance, 
in some unions the proportion of paupers 
to the population is very much larger 
than in others. In some cases expendi- 
ture rises rapidly, and, taken by them- 
selves, these tests, as I have said, are 
not conclusive. But, when you find 
almost every known test which can 
be applied tending in the same direction, 
then I must say I think there is a very 
strong prima facie case made out for 
extravagance of administration. In the 
absence of information which can only 
be got by such an inquiry as I hope 
will be instituted, one is thrown back 
upon published figures. 


In Poplar it is the case at the present 
time that one out of every sixteen of 
the population is in receipt of Poor Law 
relief in some form or other; and, 
if you take the cost of expenditure 


it is shown that since 1901 the actual 
increase of cost per head per week of 
the indoor paupers has risen by two 
shillings—a very alarming increase. The 
rates are 12s. in the £ and the actual 
cost of out-door paupers alone has risen 
from £16,000 in 1901 to £55,000 in 
1905. Now, these facts taken together 
seem to me to establish a prima facie 
case that there is something very wrong 
with the administration. But the case 
does not stop there, because one can 
make comparisons with other unions 
in the immediate neighbourhood of 
Poplar, which, although it may possibly 
be said that none of them are in- 
dividually so poor as Poplar, still 


2G 2 
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cannot be very different in degree. If 
I take the Shoreditch, Bethnal Green, 
Whitechapel, St. George’s, Stepney, and 
Mile End Unions and add together the 
populations I find that the total is 
539,044 individuals. In the whole of 
those six unions there were, in 1906, 
only some 3,000 paupers, whereas, turning 
to\Poplar, with a population of 169,000, I 
find that in the same year there were 
nearly 7,000 paupers. 


& The matter does not even stop there, 
because the course of events is even 
more instructive. If it could be said 
that Poplar had been subject to some 
sudden emergency of distress perhaps 
a palliative case could be made out, but 
Poplar cannot be affected differently from 
all these other unions, and the course of 
the history of the other unions has been 
this. In 1901 there were 2,564 paupers 
in the six unions I have mentioned. In 
4905 they numbered 2,860, or an increase 
of 500. The increase in Poplar was 
from 3,481 to 7,584. It seems to me 
practically certain, on these figures, that 
there must be something wrong. 


I think myself that the facts as to the 
various classes of property in Poplar 
perhaps account for that administration 
to some extent. We are likely to have, 
I understand, a discussion on the vexed 
and difficult question of compounding 
in this House early next week, and I do 
not wish to trespass on what will be 
said then, but those of your Lordships who 
know anything about local administra- 
tion will appreciate the gravity of these 
facts. The total rateable value of Poplar 
is £830,000. Now £370,00. of that rate- 
able value carries no vote or qualification 
to stand for the board of guardians ; 
£370,000 is the rateable value of public 
works in respect of which no one is 
qualified to sit or to take part in local 
administration. Of the remaining 
£460,000 only £170,000 is in subjects 
above £20 annual value, so that £290,000, 
being under £20 of annual value, is the 
subject of the vicious system of com- 
pounding, and the dwellers in those 
houses have no first-hand knowledge what- 
ever of what they pay for local administra- 
tion. Your Lordships, of course, know 
that the system of compounding makes 
a certain amount of allowance to the 
landlord for the collection of the rates, 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 
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and I think it will show to what extent 
this vicious system has been carried 
when I tell vou that last year the system 
of compounding cost the Poplar rate- 
payers no less than £37,648, or a rate 
of nearly Is. in the £ on the whole rate- 
able value of the union. So much for 
Poor Law matters. 


A correspondent has informed me that 
in the matter of pauper schools there 
is very grave reason for thinking that 
the Poplar Guardians have been guilty 
of considerable extravagance. They 
have, as I am informed, taken land for 
their schools at £100 an acre, while I 
am told much cheaper land quite as 
suitable could have been obtained close 
by. My informant says that the in- 
ternal fittings of the schools are on a 
most extravagant scale, and he goes so 
far as to say that £50,000 might have 
been saved in the fitting up of that one 
building alone. I am told that the en- 
gineering work, amounting to £25,000, 
was given out without the slightest 
attempt to make a contract, and that 
it was not the subject of a contract at 
all. The general fitting of the school 
building is described as being a long 
way ahead of any public school such as 
Eton or Harrow. ‘The staircase is of 
teak, the swimming bath as good as any 
in London, and I am told that the roof 
beam in the boys’ dining-room would not 
disgrace the finest cathedral in England. 


There may be justification for these 
things, but what I ask your Lordships 
is this—With a rate of 12s. in the £, can 
the unfortunate people of Poplar aftord 
these luxuries? Just think who it 1s 
who has to pay for them. I do not 
know whether the owners of the public 
works will get much sympathy from your 
Lordships, but the people I plead for 
against this form of local extravagance are 
those unfortunate people who are just able 
to keep their heads above water and no 
more. They have to pay. It may be 
concealed from them in the vicious 
system of compounding, and they may 
think that all they pay the landlord 
goes in rent, but for every pound which 
is drawn from them they have to find so 
many shillings a week for local adminstra- 
tion. It does not tend to sound adminis- 
tration that the system of compounding 
should be allowed to go to such an extent 
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as I have described, because-it does not 
seem to the people who can control 
it that they are really being made to 
pay. 


The reason I am anxious about the 
inquiry is this. I am informed that the 
board of guardians have not taken the 
steps they ought to take to make known 
the periodical audit of their accounts. I 
know that so far as Scotland is con- 
cerned, when there is to be an audit of the 
accounts of any local body the date is 
advertised, and I was under the im- 
pression that the same salutary rule 
held good in England. I am quite 
certain it ought to be so, and that every 
ratepayer ought to have an opportunity 
of appearing before the auditor to 
examine the accounts of those who are 
administering his affairs. I am_ told 
that the notice on the occasion of the 
last audit of the Poplar board of guard- 
iais was posted only in the hall of the 
board of guardians and in the workhouse, 
and that there was no other public 
advertisement of any kind. 


| am glad t> be able to say that those 
who are interested locally in the ex- 
penditure of Poplar are moving in the 
matter. They have formed an associa- 
tion which is strong enough to represent 
the facts before any impartial inquiry 
which may be appointed by the Local 
Government Board. The point which 
I chiefly want to press upon those re- 
sponsible for the management of the 
Local Government Board at the present 
time is that the facts which I have dis- 
closed do provide at any rate a strong 
prima facie case for a thorough and im- 
partial inquiry. If there are difficulties 
so great in Poplar that this expenditure 
is justifiable, 1t seems to me very de- 
sirable that they should be made known ; 
but if, on the other hand, there has been 
extravagance, it is at least of equal 
public importance that the actual facts 
should be disclosed. That, I believe, 
can only be done by means of an in- 
quiry under a tribunal as impartial and 
as strong as I believe the Local Govern- 
ment Board to be. 


Kart CARRINGTON: My Lords, 
the House will, I am sure, readily under- 
stand and applaud the reasons which 
have induced the noble Lord to bring 
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this most important matter before the 
| House, but I would very respectfully 
ask the House not to prejudge the case, 
| because the noble Lord has brought for- 
| ward some statements from an unknown 
correspondent, which he calls facts. I 
respectfully submit that they are, after 
all, only allegations, and that by going 
into such details you will prejudge the 
case. Attention has been drawn in 
various quarters to the extent of pauper- 
ism in the Poplar Union, and the finan- 
cial position of the union, and other 
matters affecting the relief of the poor 
therein, and the President of the Local 
Government Board thought it desirable 
to direct Mr. Davy, the chief general 
inspector of the Board, to inquire and 
report as regards the general, industrial 
and financial conditions of the union, 
its pauperism, and the administration 
of the guardians and their officers. Mr. 
Davy is now engaged on these investi- 
gations. Representations have, no doubt, 
been made by the guardians and 
other bodies that a pubiic inquiry should 
be held. at which the ratepayers should 
be heard, and that is what I understand 
the noble Lord opposite desires. But 
the President—and I think the noble 
Lord will agree with me that he was 
wise in that decision—has reserved the 
decision of this question until Mr. Davis’ 
preliminary inspection is completed, 
and that will shortly be the case. I 
shall be happy if I can be of service t» 
the noble Lord in giving him any infor- 
mation he desires. 


Lord BALFOUR or BURLEIGH :I 
thank the noble Lord for the courtesy 
of his Answer, but I would point out that 
he has failed to reply to my third Question 
/—namely, whether Mr. Davy, under his 
instructions, will be bound to hear and 
consider any representation which is made 
to him by those locally interested. 


Eart CARRINGTON: I thought I 
had answered that Question. The Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board has 
reserved his decision on that point until 

|Mr. Davy’s preliminary inspection is 
completed, and that will shortly be the 
case. I can assure the noble Lord that 
there will be no unnecessary delay, and 
that every publicity will be given which 
the noble Lord could possibly desire. 
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RELIGIOUS INSTRUCTION IN SCHOOLS. 

*THE Lorp PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (The Earl of Crewe): My 
Lords, in rising to move for the Return 
which I have put down on the Paper in 
fulfilment of the promise I made to the 
most rev. Primate, there is no need for 
me to go over again the ground [ tra- 
versed vesterday, when I attempted to 
explain the form which the Return, in our 
opinion, ought to take. There is only 
one point on which I wish to say a word. 
Sub-head (4) inquires for any informa- 
tion now in the possession of the local 


education authority as to the religious | 


instruction, other than that under its 
own regulations or syllabus, given in 
individual council schools. The most 
rev. Primate was anxious that it 
should be made perfectly clear 
that that information would include 
a report as to any schools within 
their knowledge where no religious in- 
struction of any kind was given. We 
do not see our way to alter the form of 
the Return for the reasons which I 
stated yesterday; but I have arranged 
that to the circulars to be issued to the 
local education authorities a note will 
be added making it quite clear that 
that information, where they possess it, 
is to be supplied. It was always the 
intention of this subhead that that 
information should, where possible, be 
included, but as the most rev. Primate 
wishes it to be made more clear, he can 
take it from me that the addition will be 
made in the form of a note in the circular 
issued to the local education authorities. 


Moved, “ That there be laid before the 
House, a Return showing in respect 
of each Local Education Authority in 
England and Wales under Part III. of 
the Education Act, 1902— 


1. The Regulations or Syllabus for 
Religious Instruction put forth for the 
use of its Council Schools, and the date 
on which they were issued ; 

2. In the absence of such Regulations 
or Syllabus, any Resolution of the 
Authority on the subject, and its date; 

3. Whether the Authority leaves In- 
dividual Council Schools free to depart 
from the Regulations or Syllabus ; 

4. Any information now in the posses- 
sion of the Local Education Authority 


{LORDS} 





Bill. 


as to the Keligious Instruction, other than 
that under its own Regulations or Sylla- 
bus, given in individual Council Schools ; 
5. What arrangements the Local 
Authority makes for the inspection of 
the Religious Instruction in its Council 
Schools.” —(The Lord President.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to, and 
ordered accordingly. 
SOLICITORS’ BILL. [H.1.] 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order of the day for the Second 
Reading read. 
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*Lorp ALVERSTONE: My Lords, I 
shall not detain your Lordships more than 
a few moments in stating the objects of 
this Bill. Up till a few years ago it was 
supposed that there was a discretion as to 
granting certificates to solicitors under 
certain circumstances, but owing to a 
decision of the Court of Appeal in 1901 
it was found that there was no discretion 
at all in the case of bankrupt solicitors, 
and the result is that there are upwards 
of seventy undischarged bankrupts now 
practising as solicitors. Under the 
Act of 1888 the Master of the Rolls 
has discretion in cases where a certificate 
has been suspended or not taken 
out for a period of twelve months ; 
and this Bill simply provides, not that a 
solicitor who is an undischarged bankrupt 
may not practise, but that he’shall only 
do so where the Master of the Rolls thinks 
fit to give him a certificate. There 
may be cases where, having regard to 
the circumstances of his bankruptcy, it 
is right that the solicitor should be allowed 
to practise; but there may be other 
cases where it would not be right that he 
should do so. This Bill has passed 
your Lordships’ House on two occasions, 
and last year it was a Government 
measure in the other House. It has been 
felt for some time that there ought to be 
a discretion such as is given in this 
Bill, and I ask your Lordships to give 
the Bill a Second Reading. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2°.” 
—(Lord Alverstone.) 


On Question, Bill read 2* (according to 
Order), and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Tuesday next. 
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POST OFFICE (MONEY ORDERS) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


THE Eart or GRANARD: My Lords, 
the object of this Bill is simply to extend 
the provisions of Section 4 of the Post 
Office (Money Orders) Act of 1883, 
which allows an interchange of postal 
orders between this country and our 
Colonies and British possessions. The 
object of this new Bill is to sanction an 
interchange between any foreign State 
and Egypt and any other of our British 
protectorates. The Bill is especially 
framed with regard to our African 
protectorates. It has already passed 
the House of Commons without opposi- 
tion, and I trust your Lordships will see 
your way to read it a second time. 


Moved, ‘ That the Bill be now read 2°.” 
--(The Earl of Granard.) 


On Question, Bill read 2* (according to 
Order), and committed;to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Monday next. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS (BUILDING BYE- 
LAWS) BILL. [11.L}. 
Order of the Day for the Third Reading 
read. 


Lorp HYLTON: My Lords, I under- 
stand that the Local Government Board 
are anxious to put down one or two 
small drafting Amendments which are 
not quite ready. I beg, therefore, to 
ask your Lordships to allow me to post- 
pone the Motion for the Third Reading 
of this Bill till Thursday next. 


Order for the Third Reading, by leave 
of the House, postponed. 


SEED POTATOES SUPPLY (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

_ Amendments reported (according to 

Order); and Bill to be read 3* on 

Monday next. 


House adjourned at Five o’clock, 
to Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven o’clock. 


{4 May 1906} 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 4th May, 1906. 


The House met at Twelve of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Cathcart District Railway (Superfluous 
Lands) Order Confirmation Bill; North 
Berwick Corporation Order Confimation 
Bill. Read the third time, and passed. 


Marriages Provisional Order Bill. Read 
a second time, and committed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Gas) Bill. ‘To confirm certain Provi- 
sional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Arlecdonand Frizington, 
Liverpool, and Marsden,” presented by 
Mr. Runciman ; supported by Mr. John 
Burns ; read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 190.] 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 6) Bill. “To confirm a Provisional 
Order of the Local Government Board 
relating to Smethwick,” presented b 
Mr. Runciman; supported by Mr. John 
Burns ; read the first time, and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 191.] 


Mid-Oxfordshire Gas Bill. Reported 
[Preamble not proved]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


St. Pancras Electricity Bill. Reported 
with Amendments ; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 


Bethnal Green Borough Council (Super- 
annuation Bill | Lords]. Reported without 
Amendment; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


Manchester and Milford Railway Bill 
iLords]. Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table and to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS. 
ALLOTMENTS (LONDON) BILL. 

Petition from West Norwich, in favour ; 

to lie upon the Table. 
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COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


Returns, 


Petitions in favour; from Chidswell | 


and Shaweross ; Harrington Pits; St. 
Helen’s; South Derbyshire; Topeliffe ; 
and Wollescote Collieries; to lie upon 
the Table. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACT (1896) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


Petition from Edinburgh, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL (RELIGIOUS TEACHING), 

Petitions against alteration of Law ; 
from Balderstone; Barnsley; Belton ; 
Biddisham ; Birmingham (two) ; Bishops 
Sutton; Brighton (three); Brindle ; 
Bush Hill; Bush Hill Park ; Carnforth ; 
Cheadle ; Chequerbent ; Clay Hill; Disley ; 
Durley (two); Eaton; Edmonton ; En- 
field (four); Enfield Highway; Eton 
Wick ; Farnham (two); Farnworth 
(three); Foots Cray and Chislehurst 
(two); Forty Hill (two); Friern Barnet ; 
Handforth ; Hastings (tive) ; Haverford- 
west (two); Hawkley (two) ; Heptonstall 
and Hepden Bridge; Higher Sutton ; 


Hinton Ampner; Holmfirth (three) ; 
Hulne Wattield ; Hulton; Hunwick 
(two); Kelloe; Kilmeston with Bean- 


worth (two); Kirkdale ; Lambeth ; Lane 
End (two) ; Lanteglos-by-Fowey ; Lland- 
dewi Rhydderch ; Macclesfield (three) ; 
Manchester ; Mathry (two); Medstead ; 


Minwear and Newton Norton ; Moreton- | 


cum-Alcumlow ; Newbold Astbury (two) ; 
Peniston (three); Pilton; Preston (Sussex) 
(two); Frivett (two); Reddish (two) ; 
Ripponden ; Rowledge; St. Nicholas ; 
Silver Hill; Slebech (two) ; Sowerby ; 
Stoneygate (two) ; Sunderland ; Sutton ; 
The Lickey ; Toxteth Park; Tretower 
(two); Waltham Cross (two); Wield ; 
Wilmslow (three) ; Winch; Winchmore 
Hill; and Wythal ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petition from Greenock, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY. 

_ Petition from Westgate and Sleaford, 

for prohibition ; to lie upon the Table, 
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Reports, &e. 
WAGES BOARDS BILL. 


Petition of the Personal Rights Asso- 
ciation, against ; to lie upon the Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TREES (IRELAND). 
Return [presented May 3rd] to be 
printed. [No. 157.) 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Urban District Council of Rhondda, and 
confirmed by the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, fixing the Hours 
of Closing for Barbers’ Shops within the 
District [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAY RETURNS (PRELIMINARY 
STATEMENT). 
Copy presented, of Return relating to 
the Railways of the United Kingdom for 
the year 1905 (Preliminary Statement) 
{by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
a deviation in the parish of Swadlincote, 
in the urban district of Swadlincote 
District, in the county of Derby, of a 
part of Railway No. 1 authorised by the 
Burton and Ashby Light Railway Order, 
1903 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by 
‘the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a 
Light Railway in the county of Somerset 
from Blagdon to Pensford {hy Command}; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a 
Light Railway in the county of Lincoln 
from Blyton to Frodingham [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
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modified and confirmed by the Board of ; 


Trade, authorising the construction of a 
Light Railway in the urban district of 
Cheshunt, in the county of Hertford [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
Light Railways in the urban districts of 
Enfield and Edmonton, in the county of 
Middlesex {by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the working of Branch 
Lines of the North Staffordshire Railway 
as Light Railways under The Light Rail- 
ways Act, 1896 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Purchase of the Estate of Charles D. 
O’Rorke, near Tuam, County Galway. 


Mr. HAZLETON (Galway, N): To 
ask the ‘Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in the 
case of the estate of Charles D. O’Rorke, 
near Tuam, cornty Galway, for twenty- 
five years in the Land Court, he is aware 
that the tenants made an offer to purchase 


twelve months ago, and that they 
increased their offer by one year’s 


purchase at the request of the receiver ; 
and, if so, can he state the reason why 
the tenants have had no further infor- 
mation onthe subject of the sale for the 
past year. 


(Answered hy Mr. Bryce.) I have no 
information as to any negotiations 
between the tenants and the receiver. 
The Estates Commissioners, however, 
inform me that they are negotiating for 
the purchase of the estate, which 
comprises some 1,200 acres in the 
occupation of 61 tenants and about 700 


acres of untenanted land, and is for sale 
in the Land Judge’s Court. On the 21st 


February last a conditional offer was 


made to the Land Judge, but on the | 
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22nd March last the Commissioners were 
informed by the Land Judge’s Registrar 
that their offer for the untenanted 
portion of the estate was considered 
below its value, and the Commissivners 
were asked to reconsider their Estimate. 
The matter will be duly reconsidered by 
the Commissioners. 


Questions 


Grazing Land on the Golding Estate. 

Mr. HAZLETON : To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland what the Estates Commissioners 
propose to do with the 300 acres of 
grazing land on the Golding Estate, near 
Headford, county Galway, which has 
been purchased by them ; whether they 
will enlarge uneconomic holdings in the 
district and allot portions of the land in 
question to local residents with capital 
enough to stock portions allotted to 
them. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that negotia- 
tions for the sale to them of the estate in 
question have been instituted by the 
owner, but that they have not yet 
acquired the same. If they should 
purchase the estate they will, when 
distributing the untenanted land, have 
due regard to the wants and. circumstances 
of persons resident in the neighbourhood. 


Malarial Fever. 

MAJOR SEELY (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby): To ask the under Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he can 
grant a Return showing the measures 
taken in the Crown Uolonies and Pro- 
tectorates to eradicate malarial fever, 
and the results as shown by the health 
satistics of the inhabitants. 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) The hon. 
Member’s wish has been noted, and the 
Secretary of State is instructing the 
Advisory Board for the Tropical Disease 


Research Fund to consider how it can 
best be met. 
Discipline of the Navy. 
Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): To 


ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the Board are willing to try the 
experiment in one fleet or squadron of 
dispensing altogether with ship’s police, 
and rely for the maintenance of 
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discipline for one year on the petty 
officers and non-commissioned officer 
ratings, the results being then compared 
with those obtained in other fleets, with 
the view to the total abolition of the 
police force afloat. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund. Robertson.) 
The Board have under consideration 
certain proposals concerning the duties 
of petty officers which will affect the 
present regulations as to the employment 
of ship's police, and in the meanwhile it 
is not proposed to act on the suggestion 
of the hon. Member. 


Duties of the Lord President of the 
Council. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N): To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury if he can 
specify the official duties of the Lord 
President of the Council. 


(Ansucred by Mr. 
Lord President is responsible for the 
whole business of the Privy Council 
Office which, besides affairs connected 
with the holding of Councils, the issue 
of Proclamations and Orders in Council, 
and a variety of other matters, includes 
questions arising out of the administra- 
tion and Amendment of the Medical 
Acts, the Pharmacy Acts, the Midwives 
Act, and other Acts of Parliament, the 
grant of Charters and consideration of 
Schemes under the Municipal Corpora- 
tions Acts, the grant of all Royal 
Charters and the approval of by-laws 
made thereunder, and the review of 
University Statutes under the Oxford 
and Cambridge Act, the Scottish 
Universities Act, and the Charters to 
modern Universities. The Lord President 
has also to deal with a number of 
questions touching the legislation of the 
Channel Islands and the appointment of 
sheriffs, and it is his duty to preside at 
all hearings before the Privy Council 
whether in connection with its ordinary 
functions or under Special Statutes such 
as The London Government Act, 1899, 
whereby the Privy Council was charged 
with the supervision of the Commissioners 
and the final settlement of some 200 
Orders and Schemes intimately affecting 
the local life and administration of 
London. On certain occasions he has 
important duties of a ceremonial 


Mckenna.) The 
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with State 


character in connection 


functions. 


Appointment and Promotion of Custons 
cer. 

Mr. C. DUNCAN (Barrow-in-Fur- 
ness): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether the departures by the 
Board of Customs from the terms of the 
Treasury Minute of the 24th March 
1891, relating to an inquiry by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
Financial Secretary into the administra- 
tion of the Customs Department, have 
been sanctioned by the House of 
Commons ; and whether, in view of the 
effect of these departures affecting the 
appointment of officers to collectorships, 
acting, and import gauging, on the 
promotion of the officers concerned, he 
proposes to take any steps in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) The 
Customs in their interpretation and 
application of the Minute have acted with 
the concurrence of the Treasury. It is 
not usual, nor would it be practicable, to 
require such matters of administration 
to be decided by the House of Commons. 


Mr. C. DUNCAN: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, what was the average 
service of Customs second class examining 
officers, as such, on promotion to the first 
class at the time of the Goschen Inquiry, 
in 1890 and in 1897 respectively ; and 
whether he proposes to take any steps to 
secure that Mr. Goschen’s promise of 
more rapid promotion shall be fulfilled. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) The 
average service of Customs second class 
examining officers, as such, on promotion 
to the first class was, for the years stated, 
as follows :— 

1890 - 
1897 - 

It should, however, be added that the 
number of officers so promoted in these 
years was— 

1890 - - - - 16 
1897 - - - - 32 


13 years 1} months. 
{5 years 4 months. 


For last year, 1905, the promotions 
numbered thirty-five, with an average 
service of thirteen years two and a 
quarter months. Since the date when 
the Goschen Minute was brought into 
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Questions. 


examining officers have been improved 


{4 May i906} 


full effect the prospects of second oe 
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as regards superior appointments to the 
following extent :— 





{ 
| 
| Number of examining 
| 
| 


Superior posts in 





Year, officers, second class, direct line of per cent. 
on establishment. promotion. | 
| 
- ii | 
g99_5 
1892-3 - = | 872 346 39°6 
Present time = - 834 





The cases of certain officers whose 
promotion was delayed in a manner that 
was not foreseen at the time of the in- 
quiry have been met by granting special 
allowances of £7 10s. and £15 a year, 
and a higher maximum salary of £250 
instead of £220 has been granted to the | 
whole class, | 


Mr. C. DUNCAN: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether he is 
aware that the Goschen Minute of 1891 
recommended the appointment of Cus- 
toms officers from the outdoor depart- 
ment to collectorships ; will he say how | 
many such appointments were made 
during the first seven years of the ad- 
ministration of this Minute; how many 





collectors have been appointed since 1891 
to the present time; and how many of 
these were selected from the outdoor 
department. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) The 
Treasury Minute of March 24th, 1891, 


| recommended that promotion should be 


made from the class of surveyors to 
collectorships when the public interest 
allowed. Of course this recommendation 
did not mean that collectors should be 
drawn exclusively from the class of sur- 
veyors, but only that that class should 
enjoy prospects from which they had 
previously been debarred. The numbers 


asked for in the latter part of the Ques- 
| tion are as follows :— 





Number who were appointed to 
ships direct from the 


Collector: 


| Number who 
| entered as Outdour 

















ona of Outdoor Department. Officers and were 
Period. Appointments 7 appointed to 
to Collector- | Collectorships after 
ships. Entered Entered passing through : 
originally as originally as one or more other ; 
Clerk. Outdoor Officer. grades. 
March 1891 to 
March 1898 28 | l l 5 
March 1898 to 
date - - 46 6 3 12 
7 4 
Total - 74 | Pa eet Semen ee 17 


11 





Since 1890 at least twelve members of | Question in this House on March 24th, 


the outdoor department have refused 
collectorships. This subject was fully 


1896,7 ard I have nothing further to add 


tu his remarks. 





discussed in an Answer given by the | 
Financial Secretary of the day to a| 


T See (4) Debates, xxxix., 48. 
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Mr. C. DUNCAN: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether he is 
aware that the Goschen Minute con- 
demned acting, i.¢., the employment of 
officers of an inferior grade on duties 
appertaining to a superior one, in the 
Customs Department; and whether he 
will furnish a Return showing the num- 
ber of days on which assistants of 
Customs were empluyed on examining 
officers’ duties during the past twelve 
months in the ports of Leith, Glasgow, 
and Bristol. 


Questions. 





| 
| 
(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) The | 
Treasury Minute recognised that “in all | 
public departments the duties of superior 
officers temporarily absent must be dis- 
charged by subordinates who act for 
them, and thereby receive a valuable | 
training in the work of the higher ap- 
pointments to which they may eventually 
succeed,” and the principle thus enunci- 
ated has, in regard to the extent of 
“acting” in the Customs Department, 
been carefully adhered to since the date 
of the Minute quoted. In the following | 
tabular statement are given the par- | 
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| Leith - : 


Glasgow - 
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ticulars requested in the second part of 
the Question :— 


Questions. 





Number of days during 
the 12 months ended 
3lst March 1906 on which 
assistants of Customs 
were employed on 
examining officers’ 
duties. 


Port. 








Bristol - . 


i 





At these ports the employment of 
assistants on superior duties was mainly 
due to an abnormal amount of sick leave 
and special absence constituting a time 
of exceptional pressure or emergency, as 
referred to on page ten of the Goschen 
Minute. It may be added that on 
certain days more than one assistant was 


| employed on superior duty, the aggregate 


number of days, calculated at eight 
hours per day, being as follows :— 








: : - | Average number of 
‘ eee Number ays 4 ag mber 0 
Port Number of assistants pipe Sper ces days of © acting” for 
; at port. ee Pea each assistant during 
ate year. 
- 
| 
Leith - - - - 10 350 35 
Glasgow - - - 25 418 16 
Bristol - - - - 13 226 17 











Postal Servants and Notice of Alteration 
of Duty. 

Mr. E. EDWARDS (Hanley): To ask | 
the Postmaster-General if he is aware | 
that on the occasion of a mass meeting of | 
Catholics at Hanley on April 23rd, clerks | 
in the Hanley oftice were not notified of | 
alterations in their time of attendance | 
until the afternoon of the same day, one | 
officer who had already performed | 
10 a.m. to 2 p.m. being informed at his | 
residence only a few minutes before | 
leaving home for the original second | 
portion of his duty ; and, seeing that this | 


action is a contravention of official rulings | 


regarding due notice being given when- 
ever possible of a'terations of duty, 
whether he will say what action he 
proposes to take. 


(Answered by Mr, Sydney Buaton.) ] 
will make inquiry into the matter. 





+In addition, one assistant performs for 
three hours each day duties which are usually 
undertaken by an examining officer, second 
class. 


+The Board’s attention having been called to 
the position at Leith, aid was sent some weeks 
ago. 
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Education Expenditure. 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, 


N.): To ask the President of the Board 
of Education whether he can state the 
basis of the figures given in columns 
three and six of the statement of the | 
moneys expended on education recently | 
presented to Parliament. 


| 
| 


(Answered by Mr, Birrell.) The figures | 
given in column three of the Return 
merely states the nominal rate which 
would be needed on the assessable value 
to produce the sum named in column two, 
and similarly in the other rate columns. 
The actual rate that would have to be 
levied to produce that sum would usuaily 
be higher, because the actual product of a 
given rate is always less than the 
nominal, owing to such causes as irre- 
coverable arrears, reduction on compound- 
ing, empty houses, ete. This difference 
varies greatly, amounting in many places 
to considerably more than 10 per cent. 
This will account, in the majority of 
instances, for any difference between the 
rate given in the Return and the rate 
actually levied in any place. But it 
must further be noted that in the case 
of counties the county rate basis has heen 
taken, as being the only secure basis for 
a general comparative Return such as 
this, though the rates in counties are 
actually levied under the Education Act 
on the poor rate basis. Moreover, though 
the figures in columns two and five are 
the figures sent in by the various 
authorities, the sums named may in 
several cases not have actually been 
expended during the year, and to that 
extent the rate actually needed may not 
have been so high as the figure given in 
columns three or six after correction as 
above. The figures in columns four to 
six are specially liable to differ from the 
true amounts, since they depend 
almost wholly on estimates made by the 
authorities early in 1905. All the fore- | 


going remarks hold true, = mutatis | 
mutuwlis, of the figures given in the 


Return in respect of education other than 
elementary. I may add that in reckoning | 
assessable value throughout the Return | 
agricultural land has been taken at half | 
its rateable value ; at the same time the | 
Exchequer grants under the Agricultural | 
Rates Act have been included in columns 





one and four. | 
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Irish School Building Plans. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork, 
County N. E.): To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that inconvenience 
and expense are caused by the delay on the 
part of the Treasury in issuing the new 
building plans for national schools in Ire- 
land ; and if he can state when these plans 
will be available. 


(Answered by Mr. M‘Kenna.) I 
replied to a similar Question yesterday. 
I have nothing to add to the Answer 
which I then gave. 


Re-instatement of Evicted Tenants—Case 
of Mr. George Ward. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): To 

ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 

Lieutenant of Ireland whether the estate 


|of Mr. John H. Deazley is in process of 


sale to the tenants; and, if so, whether 
the Estates Commissioners will endeavour 
to procure the re-instatement of Mr. 
George Ward in the holding from which 
his family was evicted. 


(Answered hy Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me _ that no 
proceedings in respect of the sale of this 
estate have been instituted before them, 
and they have no knowledge of any 
negotiations between the landlord and 
tenants which may be proceeding. The 
Commissioners have received an applica 
tion for reinstatement from George and 
Teague Ward, whose former holding is in 
the occupation of a new tenant. The 
Commissioners have no power to interfere 
with the present occupant of the holding, 
but they will in due course inquire into 
the claims of the evicted tenants, with 
the view of considering whether they 
may be otherwise provided for. ‘ 


Irish Salmon Fisheries—Use of Drift Nets. 

Mr. HUGH LAW: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 


| Conservators of Fisheries of the Letter- 


kenny district propose to prohibit the 
use of drift nets for the capture of salmon 
of a greater length than 400 yards, and 
also the use of such nets within three 
miles of the shores; whether he is 
aware that at least 1,600 fishermen, with 
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nets of the estimated value of £8,000, 
are engaged in this fishery ; and whether, 
in view of the injury which these by-laws, 
and especially the first mentioned, would 
cause to this industry, he proposes to 
take any steps in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr, Bryce.) The Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction have received applications 
that they should make by-laws limiting 
the use of drift nets for salmon off the 
North-west Coast of Ireland. The 
Department, however, will not make the 
by-laws in question without full and 
exhaustive public inquiry. The Conser 
vators have no power to make bye-laws. 


LIGHT DUES (ABOLITION) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Stir ROBERT ROPNER (Stockton) 
said he rose to move the Second Reading 
of the Light Dues (Abolition) Bill. 
it not been for the fact that this was a 
new House he should have moved the 
Second Reading of this Bill without 
saying anything of its provisions, but 
under the circumstances he felt con- 
strained to say a few words. There had 
been several similar Bills before the 
House on former occasions, and last year 
a Resolution was carried in favour of the 
principles of the measure. The last 
Bill was rather encumbered with other 
clauses. It provided, or at any rate 
pointed out a way in which the light 
dues in future could be reduced and 
economy effected in both expenditure and 
collection. It also pointed out that 
larger amounts were being collected than 
were actually required, and that conse- 
quently the shipping industry was more 
handicapped than it ought to have been. 
In this Bill they asked for the abolition 
of the light dues and that the cost of 
lighting our coasts should hereafter be 
borne by the nation. Under these cir- 
cumstances the Board of Trade would no 
doubt see that no more money was 
collected than was required and that it 
was economically expended. The object 
of the Bill was to put the cost on 
the nation instead of on a particular class. 
The present position arose in this way. 
Many years ago when there were no 
lights on our shores some religious com- 
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munity lit up a portion of the coast to 
show how dangerous it was. There was 
no charge then. The lighting of the 
coast was then taken up as a speculation 
by some private individuals who, to 
recoup themselves, levied dues on those 
ships that frequented the different 
harbours on that part of the coast. In 
that way it came about that the ship- 
owners were mulcted in a charge which 
should have been a national one. This 
system having been initiated it continued 
after the private individuals had ceased 
to light the coast. The matter was then 
taken up by the Admiralty, who con- 
tinued the custom. Under the Act of 
1854 the supervision of the lights was 
put into the hands of the Board of Trade. 
They did not look after the lighting of 
the coast, however, but entrusted that 
duty to three different bodies, the Trinity 
House of London, a lighting board in 
Scotland, and another in Ireland called 
the Irish Lights Board. There was a 
strong feeling among shipowners that 


| the composition of those bodies was not 
Had | 


what it ought to be, though he would not 
now enter into that question. But seeing 
that the dues were charged upon the ships 
frequenting our ports one would have 
supposed that all ships coming to the 
ports would have contributed to the 
charge. The Royal Navy, however, did 
not contribute at all in any way 
towards the lighting of the coasts 
It was an unquestionable fact that 
the Navy did derive benefit from 
the lights, and that they were as much 
protected by them as the mercantile navy ; 
and the shipowners thought that if light 
dues were to be charged on vessels fre- 
quenting our ports they should be charged 
on all, including those of the Royal Navy. 
He was aware that previous Chancellors 
of Exchequer had said that the ship- 
owners derived special benefits from the 
Navy, but he could never understand tha 
argument, because the ships did not 
exist for pleasure but to carry on the 
commerce of the nation, and it was the 
commerce that the Navy protected, and 
the fact that it was the commerce of the 
country and not of a particular class should 
make the lighting of the coast the business 
of the nation and not of that particular 
class. Lighthouses were to protect not only 
the vessels frequenting our shores but all 
vessels passing our coasts, and that was 
another reason why this should be a 
national charge. Supposing these islands 
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were self contained and we had no mercan- 
tile navy, then for the sake of the ships of 
other nations passing our coasts the coasts 
would have to be lit. The charge was 
paid by every large nation of Europe 
except Turkey, to whom we certainly 
should not look for an example in matters 
of this kind. They were frequently told 
that it did not matter to the shipowner, be- 
cause he could take these dues out of his 
customers by making a special charge, but 
that was not so. There was no special 
shipping of any particular freight to this 
country. The freights were made 
generally on charters which applied not 
only to England but to all continental 
countries. The owner of the cargo had 
the right to send a vessel to any port, and 
if a vessel was ordered by the owner of 


the cargo to France or Germany or | 


Holland or Sweden it escaped the light 
dues, but when it came to England the ship- 
owner was muleted in light dues. That 
showed that the shipowner could not re- 
cover the amount by a special charge on 
the cargo. He had to take his chance. 
All the Committees which had sat on this 
question had agreed in the matter. Every- 
hody to whom the subject was mentioned 
for the first time supposed that the 
cost should be borne by the nation, and 
most of the persons who had sat upon 
Committees before which this matter had 
come had recommended that the charge 
should be a national one. The fact that 
such a charge was made upon vessels 
coming to this country interfered with 
shipping in this way. It acted as a dis- 
advantage abroad. Abroad no charges 
were made, and in Ameriea no light 
dues were charged ; but owing to our 
charging light dues on American vessels 
coming to this country we were made to 
ply what was called a tonnage rate in 
America, with the result that while this 
country derived in the shape of light 
dues from America £5,000, the ship- 
owners of this country paid America 
something like £70,000 a year in tonnage 
dues. There was another danger, which 
was that the people of the United States, 
in order to add t» the income of the 
country, were advocating the imposition 
of light dues on all vessels calling at their 
ports. So that by making this charge 
we were inducing other countries to make 
a similar one, and it was to the interest 
of this country that no such charge should 
be made against us It was said that the 
proposal would entail a loss on the Ex- 
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chequer. The cost was about £500,000 
a year ; out of that foreign vessels paid 
about £70,000; but because we were 
deriving a profit in that way should we 
make that an excuse for making the 
charge on our own vessels if it was not 
an equitable charge? Under the new 
Shipping Bill we were going to make 
foreign vessels subject to the same 
treatment in the matter of the load line 
and other matters as was meted out to 
English vessels in our ports. And if we 
treated the foreigner fairly with regard 
to the light dues he would be more likely 
to accept the tax and rest satisfied with 
it than he was now. There was no doubt 
we did treat the foreigner unfairly in this 
matter. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had not lost anything by the mercantile 
navy. A few years ago a purchase was 
made of Suez Canal shares. £4,000,000 
was spent in that way. Those shares 
were now worth £33,000,000. At the 
time those shares were bought ic was 
arranged that the dues of the canal should 
be not more than 25 per cent. of the out- 
lay, but even now they were 5 per cent. 
above that, which was a great deal more 
than the shipowners were led to expect 
they would be, and the shipowners in 
that way had contributed to the Ex- 
chequer. He did not wish to press that 
point, but to urge that the shipowners 
did suffer in many ways, and that some 
attempt should be made to take off 
their shoulders this charge which they 
claimed they ought not to pay. On 
former occasions the Second Reading of 
similar Bills had been carried by the 
House, and a Resolution affirming the 
principle, which was also carried, was 
supported by the present Attorney- 


General. The hon. and learned Gentle 
man then said that the lighting of 


our coasts should be a national obligation. 
It was also supported by the Solicitor- 
General, who considered it was putting 
John Bull in a_ rather ignominious 
light to suggest that he should collect 
pence from those who came to see him 
for the purpose of lighting them into his 
own house. In addition to those Gentle- 
men many others supported the Resolu- 
tion, and he trusted that those Gentlemen, 
aput from any who might be in office, 
would support the present Bill. He 
appealed to those who had Motions 
down for the rejection of the Bill fully 
to consider what they were doing. 





He should have thought that hon 
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Members would have been glad to relieve 
of this burden a class who were always 
anxious to do as much as they could for 
those they employed, when by its removal 
they would be able to pay more wages than 
they could at present. He hoped, there- 
fore, that opposition would be removed 
and that there would be no one from the 
Opposition side of the House who would 
not vote for the Second Reading. If the 
Bill was read a second time it could not | 
have any effect this year, because it was a | 
financial matter and therefore must be in- | 
troduced by a responsible Secretary of | 
State. He hoped, however, that that 
would not prevent hon. Members voting 
for the Bill. No doubt the Chancellor | 
of the Exchequer would be influenced | 
by to-day’s proceedings and would, he 
hoped, make provision in his Budget 
next year to provide for the loss which 
the Exchequer would sustain if the) 
charge for lighting in future had to be | 
borne by the nation and not by the ship- | 
owners. He begged to move. 





Mr. W. R. REA (Scarborough) said 
that in rising to second the Motion of his 
hon. friend, he had to ask the House not | 
only for indulgence to a new Member, but | 
to bear for a very short time a recital of | 
what perhaps was not a very popular | 
cause, particularly among Members who | 
had not altogether understood it. He | 
should like at once to meet the principal | 
opposition that had been brought against 
the Bill. The statement was made last 
session that this was an attempt on the 
part of a wealthy and powerful class to 
shift upon the Exchequer a burden which | 
they could very well afford to sustain. | 
If that were so, he did not believe the | 
House would have listened for a moment | 
to any such proposal as this Bill contained. | 
As the hon. mover had said, the principle | 
involved in the measure had been ap- | 
proved by Royal Commission, by Com- | 
mittees of the House, and by the House 
itself. He believed the shipping industry 
were willing to bear whatever charges | 
might be shown to be fair, and they had 
given proof of their desire to do so, 
particularly in this session, by the way 
in which they had accepted a number 
of clauses in the Merchant Shipping 
Bill. The objection of shipowners to 
this impost of light dues was on the 
ground that it was an unjust charge, and 
that it led to extravagant administra- 
tion. He believed that these dues gave 

Sir Robert Ropner. 
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a distinct preference to foreign ports. It 
was an unfair charge because the lights 
were for the benefit of vessels passing 
along our coasts irrespective of whether 
they used our ports or not; and yet 
the dues were payable, not by those 
who used the lights, but only by those 
vessels which berthed in a British port, 
and upon which it was possible to collect 
the dues. He believed that the propor- 
tion of ships on which this country 
collected dues amounted only to about 
50 per cent. of the vessels using the 
lights. Incidentally it placed the British 
ports at a great disadvantage as compared 
with foreign ports. He would give ah 
example. Supposing a British shipowner 
was offered, as was frequently the case, 
the choice of about the same freight to 
either London or Antwerp. If he sent 
his ship to London he had to pay light 
dues, but if he sent it to Antwerp he 
saved the light dues which might amount 
to anything up to £100 on the voyage. 
The shipowner would be more than 
human if he did not give a preference 
to the foreign port where he would not 
these dues. Therefore, to that 
extent the British ports lost a lot of 
trade, British commerce was taxed, and 
British labour suffered. He could quite 
believe that this burden was not entirely 
one on the shipowners, but bore also on 
the consumers, because if the shipowner 
did send his ship to London he naturally 
would want an extra freight, which would 
have to be put upon the consumer. 
But the burden went further than this. 
These dues hit the British shipping 
heavily, particularly in the North Atlantic 
trade, for the United States had, he 
believed, a law that their own dues should 
be remitted to the extent by which 
American dues exceeded the dues levied 
upon American ships. There were per- 
haps half-a-dozen American ships which 
traded with this country from which we 
collected £4,000 a year in light dues, 
while English vessels were charged to 
the extent of £80,000 a year by the 
United States. We were precluded from 
asking for the remission of even a part 
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|of that charge because of the paltry 


£4,000 we collected from American ships. 
He thought that would be sutticiert 
condemnation of these dues, but the 
strongest objection to them was that the 
money was unfairly raised and was sub- 
ject to no efficient supervision, and that 
it was therefore to a very large extent 
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extravagantly spent. 
authorities who revised these dues. He 
was unable to find out how one of 
the authorities, the Commissioners of 
Northern Lights, were appointed, though 
he understood that they consisted princi- 
pally of lawyers. With all due respect 
to his right hon. friend he submitted 
that lawyers were perhaps not the 
gentlemen who were most expert in the 
administration of the duties appertaining 
to lighthouses. The fact was that nearly 
the whole of these bodies were composed 
of co-opted members, which was to say, 
that they were practically self-appointed. 
It was interesting to compare what 
had occurred during the last six 
years under the Light Dues Act, by 
which the money ‘Yaised had to be | 
devoted entirely to lighting purposes, with 
the practice of many years previously, when 
the Board of Trade had some supervision 
over these Boards. For sixteen years 
during which the Board of Trade had 
some control, the expenditure on new 
works under these Boards averaged 
£63,000 a year. Now that the Boar d of 
Trade had what practically amounted to 
no control over this expenditure on new 
works, the expenditure had increased to 
very nearly £96,000 per annum. It 
would take a considerable amount of 
eloquence to persuade shipowners at any 
rate that that increase in expenditure 
was represented by an equivalent in 
increased efficiency. That was not the 
whole story. The Commissioners each 
year collected a sum not only sufficient to 
pay the dues, but to leave a profit which 
had averaged for the past six years 
£22,000, and he believed the accumulated 
surplus now lying to the credit of these 
funds amounted to £400,090. 


*Tue PRESIDENT or THe BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-GeorGe, Carnarvon 
Boroughs): No, £300,000. 
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pense, and it was very difficult to ask the 
Exchequer to find £500,000 and more 
at the present moment. But something 
could be done out of the Suez Canal 
shares which were held by the Govern- 
ment, and on which they had received 
their capital with interest twice over, 
and still received a return of 28 per 
cent. per annum, or over £1,000,000 
sterling, £600,000 of which came out of 
British ships. He believed this case had 
been presented tothe Treasury, and they 
had expressed their willingness to meet 
the shipowners to the extent of reducing 
these dues somewhat, but the difficulty 
arose when the proposition was put before 
foreign nations, who refused to bear their 
fair share in the reduction, and therefore 
it was impossible to carry it out. He 
ventured to submit that the Treasury 
would be carrying out the desire that 
they had expressed, if, instead of re- 
mitting these dues on the Suez Canal, 
they were to ear-mark a certain part of 
the dues for payment of the expense of 
lighting our coasts. It was of consider- 
able i importance not only to the shipping 
industry of this country, but to the 
nation asa whole. He believed that these 
dues placed British ships, British ports, 
and also British labour at an unfair dis- 
advantage in competition with other 
countries, and he asked the House to 
reaffirm the view it had so often expressed 
before. He therefore begged to second 
the Motion. 


Motion made and (Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read second 
time.” —(Sir Robert Ropner.) 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N 
he was in favour of this as of any other 
proposal for removing restrictions on 
British trade which were not imposed on 
the foreigner, and he was very glad 


.) said 


| indeed to find that those of them who 


Mr. W. R. REA said he accepted the 
figures of the right hon. Gentleman. The 
sum was quite sufficient for his purpose. 
Although this Bill could not perhaps 
become law this session, because it would 
involve a charge upon the Exchequer, 
vet it would be possible to remit these 
dues, and the charge need not fall upon 
the Exchequer until the £300,000 in re- 
serve had been expended, and expended 
under the criticism and watchfulness of 
the Board of Trade. He was aware that 
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| took that view found recruits on the 


Ministerial side of the House upon whom 
the light was gradually dawning, and he 
believed that in time they would come to 
see entirely eye to eye with them. He 
believed that England claimed the proud 
distinction of being the only absolutely 
free-trade country, except Turkey, and 
yet England put this tax upon her trade, 
upon her shipowners, which no other 
country was prepared to impose. He 
for one was only too glad to join 
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with hon. Members, on whatever side of 
the House they might sit, in removing 
these restrictions upon our own trade, 
and putting British shipowners in fair 
competition with the foreigner. But he 
wished that the mover of this Bill had en- 
larged the scope of the measure or had in- 
troduced the same Bill that was brought in 
in the last House of Commons, because he 
did not think the present went far enough 
in dealing, as the last Bill did, with the 
lighting authorities in England, Ireland, 
and Scotland. In Ireland, unfortunately, 
the Lights Commissioners, as he had said 
on a previous occasion, were simply a lot 
of fossilised old fogeys with the single 
brilliant exception who had since joined 
the Board—the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for North Belfast. With that ex- 
ception the Lights Commissioners, he was 
afraid, were absolutely dead to all 
appeals, whatever those appeals might 
be, for dealing more efticiently with the 
duties which they ought to perform. He 
would give one illustration. He recently 
obtained from the President of the Board 
of Trade a Return of the wrecks upon 
the coast of his own constituency, and it 
showed that no fewer than 179 wrecks 
had occurred in ten years. He had 
appealed again and again for a light- 
house upon a very dangerous part of the 
coast, for the lighthouse which was built 
many years ago there had never been 
lighted. The Press of the North of 
freland had been unanimous in appealing 
upon this matter, and the county 
council had passed Resolutions, but the 
Lights Commissioners were dead to all 
appeals. He had hoped that something 
would have been introduced into the Bill 
making the Lights Commissioners more 
responsible to a Department represented 
in Parliament, and he still hoped the 
Bill might be extended to deal with the 
subject. The late Lord Ritchie, when 
at the Board of Trade, gave a promise 
that he would deal on an_ early 
occasion with the whole subject of the 
Lights Commissioners of the three 
countries, and he could not help appealing 
to the new President of the Board of 
Trade, who had brought fresh energy and 
enthusiasm to his work, to consider 
whether these gentlemen could not be 
placed directly under the control of some 
Department responsible to Parliament. 


Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent): I 
rise for the purpose of withdrawing the 


Mr. T. L. Corbett. 
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Motion standing in my name, and to say 
that we do not intend to oppose the 
present stage of this Bill. 


Sir D. DIXON (Belfast, N.) said there 
certainly were no old fossils on the Irish 
Lights Commissioners Board. The hon. 
Member who seconded this Bill had said 
that the Lights Commissioners were mostly 
lawyers. His impression was that there 
were no lawyers on the Board at all. 
He should certainly support the Second 
Reading. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT reminded the 
hon. Baronet that he stated that he was 
the bright exception that proved the 
rule. 


Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) in 
moving that the Bill be read a 
second time this day six months 


said that here they had a body of men 
belonging to the most flourishing 
industry in the country, asking the 
fation to give them £500,000 of money. 
[‘‘ No, no.”| They were asking taxpayers 
for the maintenance of lights which their 
ships used. They might just as_ well 
ask them to pay for the coal which was 
burned in their ships. Surely a light: 
house was as necessary to shipping as 
coal or stokers. Nobody used _light- 
houses except ships, just as railway 
signals were useful to railways. If this 
Bill passed they might find railway 
companies coming to this House, asking 
them to pay the cost of railway signals. 
[Cries of “Oh, oh.”| The argument 
used was that the lighting of the coast 
ought to be a national charge, and he 
was afraid many hon. Members had heen 
led away by that seductive delusion. A 
national charge would have to be met 
out of the taxes. He would like to know 
which tax the shipowners desired them to 
raise in order to pay for the light dues. 
Was it the duty on tea, or tobacco ? 


Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON (Northumber- 


land, Tyneside) : Land values. 


Mr. HAROLD COX said that was a 
very good suggestion, but he did not see 
why poor widows and orphans should 
pay an increased tax, in order to relieve 
shipowners. He wished to point out 
that the shipowners did not provide 
the whole of the £500,000. They 
collected the money from their customers 
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and he thought that was the best way of 
raising it, and under that system every- 
body concerned paid a fair quota. Certain 
detailed arguments had been used in 
favour of this proposal. The hon. Member 
for Scarborough had said that the British 
shipowners had to pay for the lights used 
by foreign ships passing up and down the 
Channel. Did British ships not have 
the benefit of the lights in the Mediter- 
ranean? It should also be remembered 
that there were more British than foreign 
ships. The hon. Member for Scarborough 
had said there were no light dues going to 
Antwerp, but there were coming from 
Antwerp to London, and therefore the 
British shipowner was tempted to send 
his ship to Antwerp. What was the 
answer to that? The light dues were not 
the only charges, because there were 
harbour dues to be paid. Was it sug- 
gested that the State should pay the 
cost of maintaining the harbours ? 
He could not see the difference 
between the use of harbours and the use 
of lights. In France the harbours were 
built out of the national exchequer, and 
instead of building a few big harbours in 
the most convenient places where they 
were wanted they had built a number of 
small harbours. Why? Because they 
were built for political purposes, and each 
constituency wanted its own little harbour. 
The result was that an enormous amount 
of French money had been spent in build- 
ing little harbours most of which were 
practically useless. He agreed that the 
shipowners had a grievance in the fact that 
these lights were built and managed for 
them and they had no voice in the 
control ; but that grievance could easily he 
met. The proper course to adopt was to 
allow the shipowners to have full repre- 
sentation on those boards and let them do 
exactly what they liked—blow them all 
out if they liked. [Cries of “Oh, oh.”] 
They knew they would not blow them 
out. The whole system of lighting should 
be put into the hands of a board mainly 
controlled by shipowners. He was aware 
that the Admiralty used the lights with- 
out paying for them and perhaps there 
was a small point in that, but that would 
be met if the Admiralty paid the same 
tonnage rate as private ships. It should 
not, however, be forgotten that the Navy 
was maintained very largely for the 
protection of our shipping. The only 
way in which they could secure economy 
was by insisting that the people who 
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used a particular thing should pay for it 
themselves, and he challenged the ship- 
owners to say what particular tax it was 
by means of which they proposed to raise 
this money. 


Mr. WARDLE (Stockport) formally 


seconded the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Harold Cox.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. DAVID MACIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) said that for perverse 
wrongheadedness commend him te 
that comparatively small part of our 
fiscal system which was involved in the 
collection of light dues from shipping. 
Every other country in the world pro- 
vided lighthouses and _ beacons, and 
undertook the duty of warning shipping 
from coast dangers at the national 
expense ; but the British plan was to put 
the cost of doing this upon the trade of 
the particular district where the light- 
house happened to be required. We 
were in the position of protecting foreign 
ports in their competition with British 
ports; and we handicapped our own 
ports to the extent of the light dues. 
The vessel trading with the Continental 
ports of Northern Europe use] our 
Channel lights, passed on, and paid 
nothing ; but if she came to England 
she was made to pay. The result of 
this was that the Continent was some- 


times preferred. The British system 
had a further and a graver disad- 


y 


vantage. Every now and again we 
had some terrible shipping disaster, ac- 
companied it might be by loss of life, of 
which a contributing cause—or, perhaps, 
the sole cause—was the absence of a 
lighthouse where, in the interests of safe 
navigation, there ought to be one. The 
probabilities were that there was no light- 
house because there was nobody to pay 
for it. Whose business, for instance, 
should it be to put a lighthouse on the 
Brayes rocks, off the coast of Guernsey ! 
Those were, and had been, responsible for 
disasters to some ten or a dozen steamers 
within his recollection, and were un- 
lighted ; but who was to pay for the 
light ? Was it fair to expect Guernsey 
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to do so? Our Guernsey friends had no | 
special interest in making the channel | 
between the islands safe for passers-by to | 
France, where no light dues could | 
be collected. The Guernsey case | 
was a typical instance which came 

under his notice in consequence of a 

disaster to a steamer in which he 

was interested. But there was another | 
instance nearer home. The estuary 
of the Dee was much used as a harbour of 
refuge, and ought to be properly lighted. 
As a matter of fact, vessels were afraid to 
run for it in the dark ; and when the Dee 
Conservancy Board, of which he was a 
member, approached the Trinity Corpora- 
tion, they were met with the reply that 
the trade of the district did not warrant 
the expense. There were no means of 
collecting the light dues, as vessels merely 
running for'shelter were not reported at 
any Custom House. But the collection of | 
light dues was not altogether indefensible. 
‘Lhe one redeeming feature, in his eyes 
was that the foreigner now paid a large 
and rapidly increasing part of them. 
The reason was not very gratifying to our 
national vanity ; but, as one might see 
from the advertisement columns of our 
London papers, we had so completely lost 
our shipping supremacy on the great trade 
route that the costly lights of the English 
Channel were now mainly supported by 
the magnificent German steamers of large 
tonnage, created not under a system of 
free trade, but under a system of 
Protection, which called at our southern 
ports almost daily, and took away 
business which ought to be ours. 


*Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON said his hon. 
friend the Member for Preston had 
opposed the Bill by introducing arguments 
which were not in accordance with the 
views of Cobden or his followers. He 
wished to point out some of the fallacies 
in his hon friend’s line of argument. He 
had compared the lighting of our coasts 
to the lighting of their own lines by rail- 
way companies. That was obviously a false 
analogy. A railway company owned its 
own line and allowed no one else to 
participate in the control, and therefore 
to use that argument was surely to 
obscure the issue. That line of argument 
would involve the reimposition of tolls 
upon all our roads. The hon. Member 
said that was the only economic way of 
dealing with coast lights. 


Mr, David Maciver. 
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Mr. HAROLD COX: It is a question 
of convenience. 


*Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON said he did 


not think his hon. friend could run away 
‘from his own argument by using a 


phrase about convenience. He said the 


‘only economic way was to force the 


people who used institutions to pay 


directly for those institutions. 


far 


Mr. HAROLD COX: So 
practicable. 


*Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON said tolls 
were practicable, and even to-day this 
medieval institution still existed in full 
force in some places in the country. On 
the hon. Member’s principle any citizen 
would be entitled to object to pay for 
the ordinary lighting of streets by stating 
that he never went out at night, and that 
the lighting should be paid for solely by 
those who used the streets after dark, 


as 


The line of argument of his hon. friend 


would lead him to those practical 
absurdities at every turn. But worse 
than that, he had emphatically contra- 
dicted himself. He had used the argument 
that the nation actually did pay these 
light dues, that they did not fall upon 
the shipowners, and that every person 
who bought goods which were sea carried 
paid a share of the cost of lighting the 
coasts. From the point of view of 
Cobdenism that was an extremely vicious 
position to take up, for his hon. friend 
laid the burden of the cost at the source, 
and, therefore, the consumer would have 
to pay more than the amount imposed 
for the light dues. It was thus an 
uneconomical tax from the point of view of 
his hon friend as a free trader. But after 
laying down that every user of goods 
paid the dues, his hon. friend, when met 
with the innocent suggestion that the 
extra burden required for the main- 
tenance of lights might be met by 
a tax on land values, said that that 
would be taxing poor widows and 
orphans for the benefit of shipowners. 
On his own showing it would not be 
to benefit shipowners but to benefit every 
section of the community, including 
widows and orphans. He thought that 
widows and orphans figured to a larger 
extent among the consumers of tea than 
in the class who were interested in land 
values. His hon. friend’s position in 
this matter was untenable, Another 
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matter of extreme importance was that 
in virtue of the present system, which 
was an extraordinary combination of 
anomalies, lights were lacking on the 
cuasts where they were wanted. If the 
hon. Member for Preston had been per- 
fectly consistent he would have said that 
the shipowners who paid the dues ought 
to have control of the lights. 


Mr. HAROLD COX: I did make 
that proposal. 


Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON said he 
was sure the House would regard 
that as an impracticable suggestion. 
He did not know whether  ship- 
owners would manage the lights as well 
as Trinity House, or any of the other 
boards of control in other parts of the 
United Kingdom, but the fact remained 
that through lack of lights where they 
were needed we were face to face with a 
system which was a real scandal to our 
civilisation. This matter was discussed 
as if only shipowners’ profits were 


{4 May 1906} 





concerned, but hon. Members surely did | 
not forget that these lights meant lives, | 
and the lack of them an enormous annual | 
death roll. There was no species of | 
national expenditure they ought to make | 
with less hesitation than this. If it was | 
true that by reason of the lack of light- | 
houses disasters to ships occurred, it was | 
deplorable that anyone should haggle | 
over the question whether the service | 
should form a national charge. It should 
be a national charge, and a_ national 
cnarge, he was sure, it would become. 
He would say to hon. Members who 
might be disposed to regard this measure | 
as a relief to capital that in his opinion it | 
was a relief to commerce, trade, and | 
industry. Most Members of the House 
were in favour of the clause in the 
Workmen’s Compensation Bill by which 
shipowners were to be made responsible 
for the lives of their seamen. That | 
responsibility would, he believed, add 
something to the charges on the shipping 
trade. He thought Liberalism would be 
in a singular position if it were to proceed 
to lay fresh burdens on the shipping 


trade, and at the same time to refuse to | 


take off a burden for the maintenance 
of which there was not a single 
argument in equity or consistency. 


Mr. SEDDON (Lancashire, Newton) 


said he had a Motion on the Paper for | 


| lights. 
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the rejection of the Bill, but he would 
withdraw it for .two reasons; first 
because of the sweet reasonableness of 
the shipowners on another question, and, 
secondly, because of the speech made by 
the hon. Member for Preston, who had 
been very well answered by the hon. 
Member for the Tyneside division. When 
the hon. Member for Preston said that 
shipowners ought to have the control of 
the lights he was forcibly reminded of 
some lines which were popular in Liver- 
pool some years ago in reference to ship- 
owners, although he did not say they 
deserved the description :— 

‘*T go to church on Sunday, 

But see me on Monday, 

Plotting and planning to take men’s lives, 
What care I ie the men or their wives?” 
The inference of the hon. Member for 
Preston was that the shipowners, in 
protecting their property, could use the 
lights with a total disregard for the lives 

of the men who were on the ships. 


Mr. HAROLD COX: I must protest 
against that. I do not think the hon. 
Member can be serious in making the 
statement, for I never inferred anything 
of the kind. 


Mr. SEDDON thought the hon. Mem- 
ber ought to be more careful in what he 
said. He took it that the hon. Member 
was not here as a jester or joker, but to 
deal with serious matters. The present 
proposal was to take a charge off ship- 
owners. He hoped shipowners would re- 


cognise that he himself was chiefly con- 


cerned with the interests of labour, and not 
with those of shipowners in particular. 
He agreed that this ought to be a national 
charge for two reasons. One was the 
risk of life being lost through lack of 
The hon. Member for the Kirk- 
dale division of Liverpool had referred to 


_a place near Guernsey where life was lost 


through the lack of a light. In this 


| House they recognised more and more 


the sacredness of human life. They 
recognised that property should have all 
the safeguards which could be given, but 
they recognised also that anything that 
could be done to protect human _ life 


should be done irrespective of cost. They 
did not want to single out and make 


victims of shipowners. This was a 


national question, and the nation ought 


to bear the cost of lighting the coasts. 
There ought also to be uniformity and 
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efficiency, and on behalf of the Labour 
Party he heartily supported the principle 
of the Bill. 


*Mr. J. D. WHITE (Dumbartonshire) 
said he agreed with what had been urged 
in regard to the lack of lights meaning 
the loss of men’s lives. The proper lighting 
of the coasts was a matter which affected 
rotonly commerce, butalsosafe navigation. 
The whole charge for the lighting of the 
coasts should fall upon the public revenue. 
It was a service provided for the 
general benefit. It was for the benefit 
not only of the British people but 
of foreigners as well. This question ought 
to be dealt with in the same way as the 
lighting of the streets, especially as the 
cost of putting it upon the Exchequer 
would be a small one. The hon. Member 
for Preston who opposed the Bill said 
that this was a case in which the ship- 
owners were coming to the Exchequer for 
£500,000 of money, but it seemed to him 
that that was a serious misdescription of 
what was taking place. Indeed, that 
hon. Member himself admitted that the 


light dues ultimately increased the 
cost of carriage. As one who had 
no financial interest in — shipping 


he was glad to support this proposal. 
The hon. Member for Preston had said 
that if they charged vessels harbour dues 
they should also charge them light dues. 
That was a talse analogy. Harbour dues 
were paid only by ships that frequented 
the harbours, and the harbours benefited 
these ships alone ; but light dues had to 
be paid by ships frequenting our har- 
hours, while they were not paid by ships 
which did not frequent our harbours, 
though they still utilised our lights. 
Ships from North German ports and 
from the Baltic for the Atlantic used the 
lights on the British coasts just as much 
as our own ships did, but for practical 
purposes we said to them, “So long as 
you keep clear of British ports, so long 
you will not have to pay the light dues.” 
That was an unfair differentiation against 
British shipping. In consequence of the 
continuance of these light dues the 
United States, by way of retaliation, 
imposed certain charges upon British 
shipping which they did not impose upon 
the shipping of any other nation, and 
these charges amounted to something 
over £50,000 a year. All these con- 
siderations seemed to suggest that we 
Mr, Seddon. 


{COMMONS} 





868 


oe do away with these exceptional 


(Abolition) Bill. 


| 


charges. With the possible exception 
of Turkey, we were the only nation in 
the world to impose duties of this sort. 
In one other respect we were like Turkey, 
for we imposed an export duty upon one 
article, but he was glad to say that was 
to be abandoned, and he hoped we should 
soon part company with Turkey in this 
as well. It was the more important to 
consider this matter in view of the fact 
that prospective legislation with which 
he was in general sympathy would in- 
crease the charges in various ways upon 
British shipping. If proper steps were 
taken in this matter it would be of 
considerable importance to our shipping 
industry and would help us to maintain 
that enormous lead in shipping which we 
had at present and which he hoped we 
might long continue to possess. 


*Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.) said the 
answer to the argument used about the 
railways was that it was based upon a 
false idea. It was said that the railway 
had only to light its own line and nobody 
had a right to come upon it, but a railway 
company was bound to carry anybody 
who wished to go upon their line, and 
therefore a railway was quite as public 
as the high seas. For that reason the 
argument of his hon, friend the Member 
for Preston remained untouched, because 
it was just as beneficial to everybody 
that a railway should be lighted as that our 
coasts should be lighted. He regretted 
to find himself ditlering from his col- 
leagues with whom he was usually associ- 
ated because of his opposition to this Bill, 
but what had impressed him, not only in 
this but in previous debates, was that the 
demand for relief came from wealthy and 
prosperous companies. One after another 
shipowners rose to ask relief from this tax, 
but it could not be argued that they re- 
presented a ruined industry. He had just 
been looking at some figures which showed 
that Liverpool shipping had grown five 
times over in thirty years. Shipping 
was an extremely profitable industry, aud 
perfectly well able to bear this charge of 
£500,000. The whole contention ap- 

‘peared to be, however, that the State 
should relieve it of a charge which it was 
well able to bear, and the money to pay 
for which it got from the public. It was 
| probable that the moment this concession 

was agreed to the shipowners would come 
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to the House and ask for fresh lights here 
and there, and further cost would be in- 
curred. The ground upon which he 
opposed the Bill was that the cost was 
now borne by those who were well able 
to bear it, and it was proposed now to 
put it upon a fund which was not able to 
do so. They had been taunted time 
after time from the Treasury and front 
Opposition Bench with being too ready 
to spend money. They were twitted 
with the fact that while the House 
complained of high taxation and expen- 


diture it was always ready to vote) 


money to add to that taxation and ex- 
penditure. He on this occasion wished to 
defend the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
from the assaults which were being made 
upon him by this wealthy industry. He 
said that if the Exchequer could afford 
it, it ought to give them money for many 
other objects which were very much more 
pressing than this. He was sorry that 
the Labour Party had withdrawn their 
Amendments, and that the arguments 
they had been listening to in the Lobby 
had had some influence upon them 
(Cries of “ Oh.” | He said arguments, 
and there was no taunt in that. He did 
not know what arguments they might 
have been listening to. He did 
know why they had withdrawn their 
suggestion, but perhaps it was because 


this proposal was in accordance with | 


their Socialist idea, that all services 
which were national services should fall 
upon the national Exchequer. He had 


some sympathy with that, and in that | 


respect he was a Socialist himself. He 
would like to see the nation undertake 
those services, but he said that if they 
were going to undertake this service, 
they should not devote to it the first 
£500,000 they had to spare, as there 
were many other subjects which ought 
to be dealt with before it. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, | 


E.) said it was not often that he found 
himself in agreement with the great ship- 
owners of this country. Many years ago 
he was a Member of the Ships’ Subsidies 
Committee, and he found himself on that 
occasion in opposition to many shipowners, 
On that Committee a great deal of 
evidence was taken on this matter of 
light dues, and he thought an unanswer- 
able case was made out in support of the 
object which the promoters of this 
Bill had in view. This was not a 
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matter which concerned merely the ship- 
owners, about whom he would not bother 
himself, because they were rich enough 
and influential enough to look after their 
own interests, but as an hon. Member 
representing the Labour Party had well 
said a few minutes ago it was a matter 
which touched the safety of a large por- 
tion of the community which very badly 
needed protection. He did not know any 
'class in the United Kingdom, or indeed 
in the whole Empire who stood more in 
| need of having their interests guarded in 
this House than the great seafaring 
| populations of the country. They had 
| no direct representation in Parlia- 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





ment; shipowners galore there were 
but the seaman had nobody to speak 
on their behalf (“Oh.”] What he 
;meant was that they had really no 
one except his hon. friend the Member 
|for Middlesbrough, who for many years 
/ had represented the interests of the sea- 
faring population as a seafaring man. 
| But even if the hon. Member represented 
|them directly the proportion was alto- 


|gether out of keeping with the 
|magnitude of the interests at stake 


| and the representation on the other side. 
| He intended to support the Bill because 
he thought it was really in the interest 
of the seafaring class. In regard to the 
protection of the coasts of the country 
no question of economy should be con- 
sidered in view of the wrecks and loss of 
‘life which occurred daily. This was not 
a question of benefiting shipowners whose 
pockets he hoped would be touched by 
the Merchant Shipping Bill, but he 
believed that this Bill was in the interest 
of the seagoing population and it was 
their interest that he was considering. 
He ventured to say, as one who had been 
apprenticed to the sea, that he knew 
something about the feelings of these 
'people. He thought they ought to be 
| better represented in Parliament and he 
appealed to hon. Members not to be led 
away into opposing the Bill by any 
appeals to the wealth and greediness of 
the shipowners, but simply to bear in mind 
that this was a matter which affected 
some of the poorest and least represented 
|of the people. He hoped the Bill would 
| be carried by an enormous majority. 


*Mr. R. BALFOUR (Lanarkshire, Par- 
tick) said that, as one engaged in the 
export of commodities and theimportation 
of produce, he would like to add a few 
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words to those that had been said on this 
Bill. He altogether dissented from the 
views expressed by the hon. Member 
for Preston, whose analogy was not a 
good one. In comparing the lighting 
of the coasts with the lighting of a railroad 
the hon. Gentleman had forgotten the 
important facts that the lighting of the 
railroad was controlled by the railroad 
and used for the purposes of the railroad ; 
that if therailroad did not pay its managers 
had the opportunity of advancing their 
rates; that they had no competition in 
the sense that competition was under- 
stood amongst shipowners, and that 
therefore they could obtain better results. 
Shipowners had to compete internation- 
ally; they had to compete with the 
shipping of other countries and accept 
rates which the shipowners of those 
countries, who had not this additional 
burden to bear, would accept. So far 
as loss of life was concerned, there was 
no man who felt more sympathy than the 
owner of the ship in regard to which the 
loss of life occurred. He had seen 
shipowners absolutely broken down when 
any loss of life had occurred, and to 
the shipowner there was no more un- 
happy or distressing task than having 
to write letters, breaking the news, to 
the relatives of those who had been lost. 
In his opinion the lighting of our coasts 
was a national duty and ought to be 
carried out at the national charge. He 
did not suggest that there was anything 
to find fault with in the present system of 
management, but surely if the shipowners 
had to pay for the lighting they ought to 
have some control and_ representation 
on the question of management. He 
did not think the management should 
be in the hands of such bodies as those 
who now controlled the lighting of the 
coast. It ought to be controlled by a 
Government Department as in the United 
States. In the United States of America 
there was a lighthouse board which 
controlled the lighting of the coasts of 
the country, and the control of that de- 
partment was in the hands of the United 
States engineers, a branch of the military 
service of that country. It would be 
well, he thought, if we adopted the same 
practice and placed the lighting of our 
coasts in the hands of a Government De- 
partment. He admitted that there were 
certain charges for lighting which were of a 


Mr, R. Balfour. 
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local character. As he understood, ship- 
owners had no objection to paying those 
local charges, as they came within a 
different category from the charges for 
lighting the coasts at large. It had to 
be borne in mind that other countries. 
used our lighthouses when, for instance, 
passing down the Channel, and that we 
from our geographical position did not use 
the lights of other countries to anything 
like a corresponding extent. As he 
understood also, if we waived in our own 
ports this charge, which was partially 
paid by ships sailing under foreign flags, 
they in their turn would waive certain 
charges now made by them against 
ships flying the British flag. The 
charge directly and indirectly burdened 
the trade and commerce of this country, 
and from that point of view also the 
shipowners in his opinion ought to be 
relieved of it. His broad ground for 
supporting the Bill was that the lighting 
of our coasts was a national function, and 
that therefore it should be maintained 
out of national funds. That was the 
main principle he wished to put forward, 
and he hoped the Bill would get a 
Second Reading and that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer might ere long be 
able to make such arrangements as 
would enable this charge, so far as ship- 
owners were concerned, to be finally 
removed. 


*Mr. WILKIE (Dundee) said that this 
was no Party question nor was it a fiscal 
question. Had it been so he would have 
been against any artificial barrier being 
placed against the trade and commerce 
of the country. He looked upon the 
question from the point of view of 


those who had had the experience 
of a seagoing life. If some hon. 
Members had had _ the _ experience 


which others had had, and knew, what 
it was on a_ wild winter night 
to stand on board ship watching 
for the shore lights in uncertainty 
whether or not they would be able to 
locate the right one, they would certainly 
vote for a Bill which would _ pro- 
vide that the lights along our coast 
should be brighter and more efficient. 
That was not a mere capitalist question, 
it was a question of the safety of lives. 
He considered that the shipowners had 
made out a fair case that the payment 
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of our coast lights was a_ national 
charge. The argument of lighting a 
railroad had no analogy to the lighting 
of the coast, for the simple reason that 
the railway and the property surround- 
ing the railway was private property 


whilst the high seas belonged to all. | 


nations made this a national 
and he pleaded that we 


Other 
charge, 
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should not lag behind in the matter. | 
It had been asked, ‘“‘ Where was the | 


money to come from?” During the life 
of the present Parliament many Resolu- 


tions had been placed upon the records | 
of the House, involving the expenditure | 
of large sums, and he failed to see, if it | 


were an equitable one, why the Motion 
now before the House should not also 
be placed on record and have the same 
opportunity in turn with the rest of 
becoming law. 


*Mr. RIDSDALE (Brighton) said that 
the subject before the House was one 
upon which he had no special knowledge, 
although it was true that he represented 
a constituency which was probably the 
best lighted part of all our sea coast. 
He was afraid, however, if this Bill 
were passed it wou'd 
funds for the lighting of that part 
of the coast which he had _ the 
honour to represent. If it did he should 
not now be speaking against it. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was the 
guardian of the public purse, and if any 
sum of money had to be extracted from 
the public purse he ought first to consider 
whether the cause for which it was to be 
extracted had the best claim. He did 
not think the hon. Gentlemen opposite 
who pressed for old age pensions, 
the payment of election expenses, 
and the payment of Members of Parlia- 
ment, could claim that the shipping 
industry was withering away from the 
effect of these light dues. It was one of 
the most flourishing of all our industries, 


and was also the industry upon which | 
the basis of our Empire rested. He. 
would be loth to do anything which | 


might injure that industry, but its great 
prosperity had been built up in spite 
of having to pay these shipping dues. 
There was another matter he wished to 
bring before the attention of the House. 


They were told that this taxation, which | 


fell to a certain extent upon the shipping 


not provide | 


'by the State. 
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industry of this country, also fell slightly 
upon the foreign shipping industry. It 
was hard enough, amid all the ramifica- 
tions of the fiscal arguments, to find 
anything which would enable us to 
extract taxation from the foreigner. 
This, however, was one of those cases in 
which we got money out of the foreigner. 
He did not deny, on general broad 
principles, that the lighting of our coasts 
was a national interest to be taken over 
Possibly, in the dim 
future, when we had reduced the great 
burden of taxation under which the 
country lay, this question might be 
taken up, but with the pressing claims 
which were being made by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite upon the purse of Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, he did not 
think it could be urged that this 
money should be taken out of the funds 
of the nation and given to those who 
really did not need it, viz., the ship- 
owners of this country. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) said he sup- 
ported this measure, not because he had 
any interest in the shipowners of the 
country, but upon the broad lines that 
it was to the interests of the sea-faring 
population, of whom he was one, and 
of which he had some knowledge. He 
knew what it was to come on a coast 
badly lit and what a difference it was to 
come on a coast well lit. One of his 
principal reasons for supporting the Bill 
was that by it the lighting of the coast 
would be thrown upon the Government 
of the day, and they would thus get rid 
of the governing boards which now con- 
trolled the lighting. A great deal had 
been said by hon. Members who were 
opposed to this Bill with regard to the 
£500,000 that it would cost the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to light the 
coasts, and as to where the money was 
to come from. But if the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would care to consult 
him at any time, he would show the 
right hon. Gentleman how to provide 
for this charge without interfermg in 
the least with any other matters that 
had been put forward. The right hon. 
Gentleman had only to cut off a second 
class cruiser every year from our pro- 
gramme of construction and he would 
gain more than sufficient to light our 
coasts. The Government were building 
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at enormous cost every year fleets of 

ships which in ten or twelve years be- 

came obsolete, with the result that new | 
fleets had to be built. It would be much 

better for the community at large if this 

money was devoted to schemes devised 

for the purposes of saving, rather than 

upon means for destroying, life. It was 

true the shipowners might gain a certain 

sum of money per annum if these charges 

were taken off. He had not great sym- 

pathy with the shipowners, not being 

a shipowner himself, but he did think 

that, if they could get the burden of these 

dues taken off, they should do so and 

then try to get something in return , 
from the shipowners. The main reason ! 
why he supported the Bill was that he 

considered it most important that the 

Board of Trade, or some Government 

board, should have the control of coast 

lights, instead of the private boards 
which now controlled them. 

*Mr. CAIRNS (Newcastle - on - Tyne) 
said that though the opinion of the 
House appeared to be unanimous upon 
this Bill they could not deprive them- 
selves of the luxury of a debate upon it. 
As a shipowner he had the greatest 
possible hesitation in taking part in a 
debate upon a matter affecting an in- 
dustry in which he had a pecuniary in- 
terest, and he should not have risen but 
for the very unfair remark of the hon. 
Member for North Salford in character- 
ising the Bill as an appeal by wealthy 
shipowners for some advantage from the 
State. Those who had shares in shipping 
knew that during the last five years the 
average profits earned had not been 
enough to cover actual depreciation ; still, 
they hoped for better times. It was not 
a question of wealthy or impoverished 
shipowners : it was a question of equity ; 
and viewed from that point of view 
the principles of the Bill were reason- 
able. Instead of the lighting of our 
coasts falling upon a particular trade, 
they should be an Imperial charge. 
He would not follow the analogies and 
parallels which had been drawn during 
this debate. Argument by analogy was 
sometimes misleading, and resulted in 
false conclusions. He just wanted to 
point out that the shipping industry 
was{not only one of the most im- 
portant trades in this country, but 
one which affected nearly every other 

Mr. Joyce. 
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trade. It carried all our commodities 
at the lowest possible cost, which was a 
matter of the greatest importance to us. 
He wished to bring before the House the 
astonishing fact that the average rates of 
freight in the Atlantic and other trades 
of similar length of voyage, which have 
ruled for the past five years, were such 
that, as far as ocean navigation charges 
were concerned, a ton of merchandise was 
transported 100 miles for one penny and 
a sixth. They would thus see that 
the shipping industry had _ practically 
annihilated distance, and realise what a 
wonderful and important service it 
rendered. Further, the prosperity and 
increase of our mercantile marine in- 
timately affected and stimulated other 
important industries, such as shipbuilding 
and its allied trades. The increase in 
British coal-mining during the past few 
years has toa large degree been caused 
by the increase in eur Mercantile Fleet. 
The increase in British tonnage for the 
past five years, it has been estimated, 
makes a present annual demand _ for 


British coal of about 6,000,000 tons. We 
should not put a tax on the mer- 


cantile marine which would hinder its 
proper development. He did not wish 
to labour the matter at length, but he 
felt that the trade was of such great 
importance that the House must look 
at this from the national point of view, 
and, further, inasmuch as the light 
dues which the shipowner paid _ pro- 
vided for the safety and protection of 
the Imperial Navy, they ought to be an 
Imperial charge. 


*Mr. MADDISON (Burnley) said he 
could not remember a Bill that had been 
more fortunate than that before the House. 
All Motions for rejections had dis- 
appeared, and for this he was not 
sorry, as he thought the Bill on its 
merits deserved a Se ond Reading. But 
it was singular to find the hon. Member 
for the Newton Division of Lancashire, 
after putting down a Motion to reject 


it, giving the Fill his enthusiastic 
support. He confessed that when he was 


in the House seven years ago he voted 
against a similar measure, but from the 
very moment that he had voted he felt 
that he had given a wrong vote. There 
were two grounds upon which he sup- 
ported this Bill. He did not regard it 
as amere shipowners’ Bill; if it had been 
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He did not take the hon. Member for 
Stockton quite seriously in this matter. 


condition of shipowners, but he did not 


himself seriously. The hon. Member 
for the Tyneside Division gave the 
reason which had induced him (Mr. 
Maddison) to vote for this Bill, nameiy, 
that it was economically sound to free 
an industry from taxation at the source 
whenever possible, because otherwise 
the consumers were penalised. When a 
great country like ours depended as much 
upon its shipping as we did, it was desirable 
that everything should be made as cheap 
as possible. The hon. Member for Brighton 
xpressed some regret that we could not 
lifferentiate between the foreign and 
British shipowner. He knew that there 
vas no difference made now, and they 
vanted every possible ship, whether 
British or foreign, to come into our ports. 
No ship could come here without doing 
some good to the country, and there- 
fore it must be clearly understood that 
he should support this Bill on the dis- 
tinct understanding that the abolition of 
these light dues applied to foreign as 
wellas to British ships. There was also 
the other point that there was really no 
chance of the coast veing efficiently 
lighted until it was made a national 
matter. At present it was inequitable ; 
the capital value of the Navy was tre- 
mendous, but it paid nothing towards 
the lighting of the coast ; the shipowners 
paid that. Yet ove of the primary fune- 
tions of these lights was to protect the 
Navy. Up to the present the ship- 
owners had tried to get proper repre- 
sentation on the Board of Trinity House 
and the other boards regulating the 
lighting of the ocean highways. The anal- 
ogy of the lighting of the railroad was a 
monopoly. In his opinion a real case 
of the lighting of the coast upon the 
nation and making the Governme: t 
responsible. He did not expect the 
President of the Board of Trade, who 
had supported a similar Bill last year, 


to have that freedom which he had as a 


private Member of the House, and he 
lid not therefore consider that his 





false one because a railway was a private | 


had been made out for putting the cost | 
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he would have recorded his vote against it. | 


The hon. Member in season and out) 
of season told them of the miserable | 


believe that the hon. Member even took | 


/sound to free the consumer from 
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voting against this Bill would show any 
inconsistency. There was £500,000 


involved in this question which must 
be taken from somewhere. A _ great 
deal of money was required for social 
reforms of various kinds, but against 
that there were the two arguments— 
first, that the safety of life was the greatest 
social reform that could be imagined, 
and, secondly, that it was economically 
im- 
posts wherever possible. The question 
of taxation, however, was a very wide 
one, and some of them believed that 
all or at any rate most of the taxes 
should be paid by the land. If giving 
a Second Reading to this Bill meant 
its passing this year, and that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would have to 
find half a million more money, he 
candidly admitted he would not have 
been able to support it, because in 
that case they would have had to take 
into account the various demands that 
had already been made, and see whether 
money could be allocated for this purpose. 
In this particular case, however, he 
saw no difficulty in voting for the Second 
Reading, because by so doing they could 
affirm its principle, and it could then 
take its place in that long procession 
of demands which were seeking relief 
from the Treasury. On these grounds 
he should vote for the Second Reading. 


*THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-Georce, Car- 
narvon) said he need hardly say that 
he was in great sympathy with the 
shipowners of this country, representing, 
as he did, a constituency in which every 
other man was interested in shipping. 
He had been reminded that he supported 
a Bill of this kind before, and that no 
doubt was the case, but he had to look 
not only to the principle of the Bill, 
but to its practical effect. There was 
no use giving a Bill a Second Reading 
unless they were piepared to carry it 
out. This was not an abstract Resolution 
affirming a principle upon which to 
found a Bill in future. If hon. Gentlemen 
would look at this Bill they would see 
that it proposed to abolish light 
dues as from the first day of January, 
1907. He would like hon. Members 
who supported the Bill, and with whose 
views he fully sympathised, to consider 
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what the position would be if 
was carried into law. If it were 
carried there would be no_ light 
dues after January Ist, 1907. But 
where was the money for the maintenance 
of the lights to come from? It was said 
that the Bill was promoted in the interest 
of humanity. Surely it was not in the 
interest of humanity that they should 
abolish light dues and leave the light- 
houses without any light at all. The 
previous Bill provided where the money 
was to come from, but this was a Bill 
simply to abolish light dues. 


Str ROBERT ROPNER said the pro- 
moters were perfectly well aware that 
if the Bill were read a second time no 
effect could be given to it by January 
Ist next. The object of having 
the Bill read the second time was to 
show that feeling in the House was in 
favour of abolishing the dues, and it 
would remain to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer next year to make arrange- 
ments for carrying out the proposal. 


*Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said there was 
a great difference between an expression 
of opinion and a definite Bill. After 


all, the House was a business assembly, | 
or it ought to be, and it should not give | 
the Second Reading to a Bill unless it | 


meant it. Did any one really mean 
this Bill? The hon. Baronet who in- 
troduced it said he did not mean it; 
that all he meant was that it should be 
taken as a pious expression of opinion as to 
what ought to be done. The Board of 


Trade would be delighted to help the | 


shipping industry, but the question 
they had to face was that of finding the 
money. If the Bill were carried they 
would have to go to the Treasury and 
convince them. And would any one tell 
him where the money was to be found ? 
Was the coal tax to be re-imposed ? Was 
the penny still to be left on the tea duty ? 
Was the half a million for the reduction 
of the National Debt to be diverted to 
the purpose of the Bill? [An Hon. 
Member: Take it off the Army or the 
Navy.] That was a question to be dealt 
with when they were considering the 
Army or the Navy. He would turn to 
some of the arguments used in support 
of this Bill. It was said that there was 
no great nation in the world that imposed 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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it | 
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these light dues, but there was not much 
in that, because those other countries 
could raise a considerable taxation upon 
their over-sea trade. That was a burden 
upon trade, and had the effect of res- 
tricting the shipping trade, and, indeed, 
was probably much more disastrous 
to shipping than any light dues imposed 
by us. He was certain that those who 
supported the Bill did not wish this 
country to follow the example of other 
countries in that respect. With regard 
to the Suez Canal shares argument, he 
held a strong feeling that the Canal dues 
were extravagantly high, but that was 
rather a reason for appealing for a 
reduction in those dues. He should 
like to know whether those who repre- 
sented shipping which passed through 
the Suez Canal were prepared to say 
they would not put forward any further 
claims for reduction of the dues if the 
light dues on the British coast were 
abolished. Would any representative of 
Suez Canal shipping be prepared to say 
that now? If he would he should be 
rather surprised. Another argument that 
had been advanced was that these light 
dues protected the ships that did not 
use our ports. That was equally true of 
France. The French lights protected 
German ships passing by, but Germany 
did not contribute anything to the up- 
keep of those lights. As a matter of 
fact the argument was absurd, because 
what happened in our own case? Foreign 
shipping contributed something _ like 
£150,000 or £160,000 to the upkeep of 
the lights around the coast, whereas in 
the case of France the whole burden fell 
on the French taxpayer. The proposal, 
therefore, was to impose upon the 
British taxpayer a burden a considerable 
proportion of which came in the first 
instance from the pockets of the for- 
eigner. That was a proposition which 
came from hon. Members who wanted 
to tax the foreigner for British in- 
dustries. He agreed with his hon. 
friend the Member for Scarborough, 
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whom he congratulated on his maiden qua 


speech, that the burden did _ not 


Was 


really come out of the pockets of they Inte 
shipowners, nor even of the shipping dou 
industry, but really fell upon the con- but 
sumer in this country. He further agreed the 
that if they took it off, the relief in th the 
long run would go into the pockets, no pres 
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of the shipowner, but of the consumer. | previous Light Dues Act something was 


That was his belief. That was the way 
competition must inevitably work. The 
whole question was, Was the House 


prepared at the present moment to give | 


a kind of mandate to the Chancellor of 
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| 


| 


the Exchequer that on January Ist, 1907, | 
he was to find £500,000 for the purpose | 


of abolishing light dues? He did not 


think it was fair to pass the Bill unless | 
they were prepared to face that question. | 


The Government were not prepared at 
the present moment to find £500,000 
for the purpose asked for. In another 
direction, however, the Government 
might be able to do something. There 
had been a good deal of criticism in the 
course of the debate of the administra- 
tion of the lighthouses, and particularly 
of the system under which £500,000 
was expended by a body which was 
not responsible either to the shipowners 
or to this House. He listened to the 
criticism passed by the hon. Member for 
North Down as to the neglect of the 
Commissioners of Irish Lights to light up 
a part of the coast, which he agreed was 
extremely dangerous, but he was power- 
less in the matter. Most of the criticisms 
had been passed upon the Irish lights. 
He was glad to hear for the sake of 
his profession that the responsible 
body was one on which there was 
no lawyer. He thought there was a 
great case for consideration as to ship- 
owners having somebody more directly 
responsible either to public opinion or 
to the shipowners, and the Government 
were prepared to set up an inquiry into 
that matter. It had been said during the 
debate that one of his predecessors 
offered to do something, but that was the 
first time he had heard it. At any rate, 
he thought something ought to be done, 
and the Government were prepared to 
appoint a Commission for the purpose of 
looking into the whole management of 
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aiden quacy of the lighting of our coasts. 


the lighthouses of our coasts. That 
would cover a good many of the complaints 
which had been made as to the inade- 
That 


not Was a matter which ought to be looked 
of the/Into, and that the Government proposed 
ipping doing at the earliest possible moment. 


» con- but 


until they got the Report of 


greet the proposed Commission he hoped 


in. thd the 


House would not pass the 


ts, not Present Bill, In connection with a 
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done in the way of subsidising a 
system of apprenticeship for the supply 
to the Mercantile Marine of a larger 
number of British sailors. Nothing much 


/came of that scheme, one reason being 


that the money was insufficient. He 
hoped something might be done in the 
next few weeks in regard to that, but he 
was not prepared to make any express 
promise. In the meantime he appealed 
to the shipowners and the House to be 
satisfied for the present with the investi- 
gation he had promised. His hon. friend 
the Member for the Abercromby Division 
of Liverpool was a great champion of 
economy, and he would ask him for his 
assistance in this matter. They were all 
economists until it came to the interest 
of their own constituents. He would, 
however, ask for his hon. friend’s support 
that they should wait at any rate until 
these questions had been thoroughly 
sifted out. There ought to be a Com- 
mission appointed who would have regard 
to all the interests involved, and not 
merely those of the shipowners. He trusted 
the supporters of this Bill would be satis- 
fied with the appointment of a Commission 
to gointo the whole question of the light- 
ing of our coasts, and more especially the 
management and the constitution of the 
bodies that performed the work at the 
present time. More could not really 
be expected from the Government. 
Of course, as was pointed out by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer the other 
day, his right hon. friend was not even 
responsible for the estimates of this 
year, and therefore he could not control 
expenditure. It would be unfair to his 
right hon. friend, therefore, in his 
first year of office, and in the special 
circumstances of this year, to call upon 
him to find another £500,000 for the 
abolition of light dues. He sincerely 
trusted the House would accede to 
his reasonable request in this matter. 


*Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N.), said 
he was sure that the House had listened 
with satisfaction to the promise of the 
President of the Board of Trade to appoint 
a Royal Commission. He had for long 
felt that the lighting of our coasts was 
a national matter. The hon. Member 
for North Down had given a concrete 


illustration of how slowly Lighthouse 
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there would be no further delay in| 
granting a lighthouse at the important | 
part of the coast referred to by his | 


hon. friend. 
Lighthouse 
believed 
fairly well, the time had come when a 
more popularly elected body should be 
substituted, with more rapid and respon- 
sive methods of lighthouse work. It 


Commissioners, while 


As regarded the Northern | 
he | 
they discharged their duties | 


was time that the important duty of: 


lighting the coasts was undertaken by 
the nation, and was discharged by a 
department directly responsible to this 
House. 


Stir CHRISTOPHER FURNESS 
(Hartlepool) said he had been long 
enough in this House to remember the 
time when, if any matter affecting 
shipowners and shipping was introduced, 
it was as a rule most unfavourably 
considered. He readily recognised the 
great change that had taken place in 
regard to the shipping industry in this 
country since then. It was almost too 
late in the day to emphasise the fact 
that the great shipping industry was 
practically the only one this country 
had got of which they were really proud. 
He was speaking more particularly of 
the export trade of the country, in which 
the shipping trade played so important 
a part. 
duced in this House affecting shipowners, 


' 


The other day a Bill was intro- | 


and they gave evidence of their readiness | 
to support the President of the Board ot | 


Trade and the Government in every pos- 
sible way. They had heard the view ex- 
pressed by the President of the Board of 
Trade, and they fully recognised the posi- 
tion in which he was placed in regard to 
the question. The right hon. Gentleman 
had said that if the Bill passed, on the 
Ist of January, 1907 all the lighthouses 


on our coast would practically be in | 


darkness. He wished to remind the 
President of the Board of Trade that, 
although that was a possibility, it was 
a very remote one. Even if the Bill 


passed without any alteration of the. 
date, Trinity House had already ex- | 
tention of the shipowners, and although 


tracted sufficient money from __ ship- 
owners not only to cover the cost of 
lighting the coast for the present year, but 


Mr. Burrie. 
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Boards proceeded, and he hoped that the present rate of expenditure, reckless, 


extravagant, and unbusinesslike as jt 
was. This could be done without re- 
ceiving one penny more from the ship- 
owners. Therefore they could easily 
alter the date from 1907 to 1908. The 
Government had promised, if this Bill 
were withdrawn, a Commission to inquire 
into the whole question. His opinion 
was that they had had too many Com- 
missions already upon the matter. There 
had been four Committees and Commis. 
sions already, and all the Commissions 
they could form could not get away 
from the fact that it was an injustice 
upon the shipowning industry that they 
should pay not only for the lighting 
of the coast for their own vessels, but 
also the proportionate cost which ought 
to be collected from the Navy. Not 
only was this an injustice, but it had 
most injurious effects in other ways. 
They were told that they were going to 
be granted some relief or encouragement 
in regard to the question of apprentices, 
but he was one of those who contended 
that they were face to face with an in- 
justice strong enough in itself to en- 
courage them to proceed with this Bill, 
because they felt that the British ship- 
owner should no longer be placed under 
the injustice which at present existed. 
With regard to the Suez Canal dues, 
which had been alluded to by the right 
hon. Gentleman, he failed to see any 
connection between the two. 


*Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he never 
raised the question at all; he simply 
answered a Question raised by an hon. 
Member opposite. 


Str CHRISTOPHER FURNESS said 
that having regard to the fact that we 
were the largest investors inthe Canal, the 
Government ought to set a good example 
and encourage their co-owners to reduce 
the charges to a reasonable and legitimate 
rate. He thought it would be admitted 
that there had been no real argument used 
against the Bill. All the speeches they 
had heard up to the present ad- 
mitted the reasonableness of the con- 


he fully recognised the difficulties of the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer in finding 
also, by utilising the reserve fund, to | the money necessary for all the demands 
carry on the work for another year at, made upon him, he thought they had 
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a right to demand from the Government 
the payment of a fair share of the cost 


of lighting the coast on account of the | 


Navy. If the Bill were sent to a Grand 
Committee the shipowners would be 
ready to agree in a friendly spirit to a 
date when it should come into operation. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN (Birmingham, 
W.) said he would like to say a few words 
upon this subject, with which he had 
been connected during a part of his 
public career. The Bill had one advan- 
tage from a purely Party point of view. 
As a Unionist, he looked forward with 
some anxiety to the use that might be 
made of any surplus that might accrue 
to the Treasury of a Radical Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. One effect of this 
Bill would be to reduce that surplus by 
about £500,000, and so far he felt tempted 
to vote for the Bill. But he was afraid 
that course might involve a_ certain 
amount of inconsistency, because he had 
on previous occasions opposed any 
proposal of this kind. This question 
was first brought before his notice when 
he was serving his apprenticeship as 
President of the Board of Trade. He 
served that apprenticeship under the 
late Lord Farrer, who although he was 
nominally his subordinate, yet was, as the 
permanent head of the office, one of the 
ablest men he had ever come into con- 
tact with in public life, and no doubt 
he had a great influence upon his views 
at that time. Mr. Farrar, as he then 
was, was a Radical and free-trader—a 
very logical and consistent free-frader, 
of a different school from that with 
which they were now acquainted. He 
was not at all afraid of making necessary 
reforms. He was of opinion that the 
management of the lighthouse system of 
this country by the Trinity House was a 
most admirable example of that kind 
of service, and might properly be imitated 
by other Departments of the State. The 
hon. Gentleman who had just sat down had 
said something which implied that the 
Trinity House was a non-representative 
institution, and was unfitted for work 
of this kind, and that the work was done 


expensively and inefficiently. Thirty 


years ago Lord Farrer held a totally. 


different opinion, and nothing had 


happened since, in his judgment, which 
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would justify them in taking a different 
view from Lord Farrer’s. The Trinity 
House management of the lighthouses 
combined the advantages of the advice 
and knowledge of experts in these 
matters and the efficient control of the 
Government Department, because the 
finance of the Lighthouse Board was 
certainly governed by the President of 
the Board of Trade, and therefore he 
could influence their policy most effec- 
tively. One objection to this Bill was 
that it would inevitably be followed by 
a change of that system, and the transfer 
of this great business to a Government 
Department. He had spent the greater 
part of his public life in Government De- 
partments, but he retained sufficient sus- 
picion of them to entertain a certain fear 
of casting on them duties which they were 
not well qualified to undertake. At least 
they would be losing more and more that 
assistance and advice which could only be 
given by private individuals, and which 
was stimulated by private interests. 
He should think it would be a real 
misfortune if this change were made, 
and if the lighting of the coasts, which 
by the common consent of every im- 
partial person had been admirably per- 
formed by the Trinity House, were 
handed over to a Government Department 
which, in the first instance, at any rate, 
must be insufficiently equipped with 
the necessary information and, he was 
certain, would not be economical. He 
did not think it would be found in the 
long run an advantage to the country 
that the cost of the lighthouse service 
should be very considerably raised, as he 
was certain it would be if the private 
assistance and advice now given were lost. 
They had been told that they ought to 
carry this Bill as a matter of justice. 
The hon. Member for Hartlepool did not 
press this claim upon that ground 
alone, but also upon the universally recog- 
nised virtues of the shipping interest. 
With these extraordinary qualifications 
it was thought that a small subsidy—a 
dole it used to be called in the last 
Parliament—of £500,000 a year should 
be presented to these gentlemen. He 
had the highest respect for the shipping 
interest, but he could not admit that 
they were entitled to any special ad- 
vantages. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : Because 
they are opposed to your policy. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN said _ he 
thought, on the contrary, that the great 
majority of the shipowners were heartily 
with him. At all events, the great 


to this House a majority of its Members, 
in spite of Chinese labour, entirely 
favourable to his view., The hon. Member 
should not insinuate improper motives. 
He gave the hon. Member credit for 
absolute sincerity and disinterestedness, 
and he was sure the hon. Gentleman 
would give him credit for equal honesty. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Hear, 
hear. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN (continuing) 
said that with regard to the suggestion 
that it was unjust to put this tax upon 
the shipowners, would it be more just 
to put it on the inland taxpayers and 
ratepayers? Surely it was desirable 
as a principle in all taxation that 
as far as possible the first incidence of 
any tax should be borne by the people 
who benefited most from it. As the 
shipping industry was the chief beneficiary 
in this particular case, he should have 
thought it had been better that, in the 
first instance at any rate, the shipping 
industry should pay these dues. The 
shipowners were able to distribute the 
cost, and sometimes an additional profit, 
upon the freighters of the ships. There 
was an analagous case in the removal of 
the turnpike dues and the imposition of 
all dues upon local authorities in connec- 
tion with highways. He believed that that 
change was adopted with general assent, 
but he had always had considerable 
doubt as to whether the change was wise 
or whether it had operated satisfactorily. 
[MinisTeRIAL cries of “No, no.”] At 
any rate he held that old-fashioned 
opinion. Time had shown that the 
heavy charge now laid upon the local 
rates for the repair of the roads was unfair 
in its incidence. When he saw 
change which was coming over them 
in reference to the improvements of loco- 
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that some country village should be 
heavily taxed for the pleasure traffic 
of visitors who might run through the 
village and who had no interest in local 
circumstances. He thought no serious 


injury had been shown to have resulted 


from the placing of this tax in the first 


sae a | place upon those who chiefly benefited 
oe ee OF een ee eee | by the service rendered, and it would 


ibe a disadvantage to deprive 


our- 


| selves of the valuable services of the 


| Trinity House authorities. 


Therefore he 


he should vote against the Bill. The 


/Government had given them the usual 


the | 


motion and more especially the increase of | 
motor cars and motor traffic of all kinds, | 
he did think it was extremely unfair | 


advice—they were to go as they pleased. 
The appointment of a Commission was 
merely an excuse, to which they had 
become accustomed within the last two 
months, for indecision on the part of 
the Government. The Government had 
a larger majority than any other Govern- 
ment had ever had in our history, a 
greater majority and consequently greater 
indecision. 


Mayor SEELY (Liverpool, Abercrom- 
by) said he was not surprised that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham had opposed the Bill, 
for he believed in taxing the foreigner. 
The President of the Board of Trade agreed 
with the right hon. Gentleman on this 
occasion, and opposed the Bill in order 
that we might continue to tax the 
foreigner. He and his friends did not 
believe in taxing the foreigner in this 
or in any other matter. The position of 
the economists who opposed the Bill 
was hardly reasonable. What he wanted 
to do when he asked for economy was to 
stop unproductive expenditure. In the 
case of this Bill it was not contended 
that anything of that kind could be 
done. It was a question whether the 
burden should be shifted from one 
shoulder to another. There could be 
no saving; the money was paid in{anyv 
case. The question was—who should 
pay? If the shipowner paid it was most 
unfair that the Navy of this country 
should contribute nothing. The President 
of the Board of Trade had made no reply 
on that point. That made outa case for 
the Bill at the start. If the shipowners 
paid they also paid for the ships and 
navies of all other countries which passed 
along our coasts. That was a most 
unreasonable state of affairs. His right 
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hon. friend had abandoned that position. 
He seemed to say that the consumers 
paid, and that they were in the long 
run the tax-payers. If that were so this 
Bill would not make any difference from 
the economic point of view. The present 
plan was admitted to be a very bad 
one from the point of view of international 
difficulties. Therefore, while we should 
save no money by continuing the present 
system, we should continue to have 
those international difficulties which 
hampered trade and therefore diminished 
the prosperity of the country. If the 
right hon.Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham opposed the Bill, that was to 
him rather an argument for supporting it, 
for the right hon. Gentleman had un- 
doubtedly used arguments in opposing 
the Bill with which they were altogether 
too familiar. The constituency which 
returned him contained, he supposed, 
more shipowners than any other, and 
they were almost unanimous, so far as 
he had been able to ascertain, in oppo- 
sing the other proposals of the right hon. 
Gentleman to which reference had been 
made, and they were quite unanimous 
in supporting this Bill for the reasons 
which he had briefly stated. He thought 
the Bill would add nothing to the burden 
of the whole community, but it would 
undoubtedly free our international trade 
from obstacles to which it was exposed 
by our present vicious system. 


Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.) said he 
was gomg on this occasion to support 
the Government, because it had been 
proved through the whole debate that 
there was absolute need for inquiry. 
Subsequently the Government might 
intervene. He protested against this 
burden being taken off the shipowners 
and placed on the State. The Labour 
representatives had from time to time 
made representations that measures 
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for social and industrial reforms should | 
met | 


be introduced, and they had been | 
with the argument that the Government | 
were not ab'e to find the money. On} 
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those who could pay from a burden 
of £500,000 per annum. A little while 
ago, when he was pleading that 
aged people who had been working 
for the greater part of their lives 
should get pensions, he was met with 
the answer that the Government had 
no money. The common people formed 
the bulk of the nation, and they 
deserved first consideration in matters 


of this kind. If this burden was 
removed from the shipowning com- 
munity and put on the State, 


had they any guarantee that there 
would be any reduction in freights? He 
was of opinion that when a particular 
section of the community were relieved 
of their burdens the consumer never did 
benefit. Case after case could be quoted 
in proof of that statement. The burden, 
after all, was not so great as the ship- 
owners would lead the House to believe. 
The President of the Board of Trade had 
stated that no less than £160,000 of the 
£500,000 was paid by foreign shipowners, 
He believed the interests that bore the 
burden at present were well able to pay. 
The Government ought to consider what 
they were going to do as to the 
pledges regarding social reform mace 
during the General Election. He hoped 
hon. Members on the Ministerial Benches 
would accept the position outlined by 
the right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Board of Trade, and that they would 
vote for an inquiry, but not for this Bill. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said he regarded the proposal 
of the President of the Board of Trade to 
appoint a Commission asa polite method 
of hanging up the question. He would 
be glad if he and his hon. friends who 
represented shipping communities could 
accept the proposal as satisfactory, but 
he hoped they would press the Motion 
for the Second Reading to a division. 


Question put. 


both sides of the House there were} The House divided: Ayes, 142; Noes, 
hon. Gentlemen who wished to relieve! 169. (Division List No. 68.) 
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M‘Laren, H. D. 
| Marnham, F. J. 


Mooney, J. J. 


Morrell, Philip 
Morse, L. L. 


Murphy, John 
| Murray, James 
Myer, Horatio 


| Norman, Henry 
O’Brien, Kendal 
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| O'Hare, Patrick 


Paul, Herbert 
Paulton, James 


| Pirie, Duncan V 
Priestley, W.E. 1 


Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John 


Words added. 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 
agreed to. 


Second Reading put off for six months. 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*Mr. BRIGHT (Oldham) said the Bill, 
the Second Reading of which he had 
the honour to move, had been before 
the House on many occasions, and had 
passed this stage no fewer than 
times. It was rather a reflection on the 
business powers of the House that 
under such circumstances it had not 
found a place on the Statute Book of the 
realm. The object of the Bill was not 
greatly to alter the present law or the 
general custom relating to rating, but 
to introduce uniformity and certainty 


six 


Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 


| Meagher, Michael 
Menzies, Walter 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 


Morpeth, Viscount 


Murnaghan, George 


Nicholls, George 


O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


Parker, James (Halifax) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


Raphael, Herbert H. 


1906} Muchinery Bill. 894 
Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Linco!n) 
Robertson,SirG.Scott ( Bradf’rd 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Rowlands, J. 

Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann,Chas.E. (Manchester) 
Sears, J. E. 
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Toulmin, George 
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3.( Bradford, E.) 
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Mellor 


TELLERS FOR THE NoOES—Mr. 
Harold Cox and Mr. Wardle. 
E. (Waterford) 


Renton, Major Leslie 


into what had become, owing to some 
legal decisions, a very uncertain matter. 
The general practice throughout the 
country in the past had been for engines, 
boilers, and shafting, such machinery as 
passed with the freehold, to be rated. 
but, except on one or two occasions, 
textile machinery had never been rated 
On one or two occasions, where authori- 
ties had desired to rate machinery, it 
had been laid down by the Judges that 
the actual machinery should not be 
rated, but ‘‘ taken into account.” That 
was a very indefinite phrase, and no one 
knew exactly how it was to be “ taken 
into account.” He represented a town 
which was, he supposed the greatest 
centre of the cotton spinning industry—a 


town in which there was a very large 


number of enormous factories, con- 
taining a vast amount of valuable 
machinery, and the result of rating 
that machinery would be almost to 
double the rates of those factories. He 
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was sure the local authorities had no|it was a great advantage to have the 


desire to do that—the Chamber of | 


mills in country places with plenty of 


Commerce and every one with influence | fresh air rather than in crowded centres 


was against any such thing and in favour | in vast dismal smoky towns as at present ? 


of this Bill, The same applied to all 
the manufacturing towns in Lancashire 
and Yorkshire, and it was the feeling 
of proprietors of mills and of the directors 
of mill owning companies, as well as of 
representative working men, that this 
Bill should be passed. There was nothing 
revolutionary in what he proposed, as 
the Bill with the 
recommendations of the Royal Com- 
mission on Local Taxation of 1901, 
which laid it down that in estimating 
the rental value of hereditaments occu- 
pied for trade, business, or manufacturing 
purposes there should be excluded from 


was in consonance 


the assessment any increased value 
arising from machinery, tools, and 


appliances that were removable from 
the place. The rating of machinery 
would be very disastrous in its effects 
on the industry of such towns as he 
represented, and it might have the 
effect of driving manufacturers to remove 
their 
in one case had already been done. 
If the rating of machinery were to become 
general, a very enormous burden would be 


factories north of the Tweed as 


thrown on industry, and, if cotton-spin- 
ning machinery were to be rated, why not 
agricultural machinery, printing presses, 
mineral water machines, and machines 
for coffee and chocolate grinding—in 
fact, everything which was used in pre- 
mises for the sake of doing trade in the 
places in which the machinery was used ? 
The Bill was strictly in accordance with 
the law in Scotland and Ireland. The 
whole difficulty was really raised in the 
first place in a small country town where 
there was but one factory, and the 
agricultural community naturally wished 
to obtain as much rate as possible from 
that factory. It ht to do so by 
taxing the machinery, but if that course 
became a recognised system throughout 


sou 


oO 
So 


the country there would be no extension | 
Surely | 


of industry in rural districts. 


Mr. Bright. 


But if the authorities were to be allowed 
to rate them heavily the industries would 
never extend into country districts. He 
hoped the House would again read the 
Bill a Had it not been 
for the prolixity of the speeches of hon. 
Members on previous occasions he felt 
sure the Bill would have become law 
ere this, and he earnestly hoped that 
that afternoon they would not suffer 
from the same affliction. 


second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.”—(Mr. Bright.) 


Mr. J. JOHNSON (Gateshead) said 
that, in moving that the Bill be read a 
second time that day six months, he would 
like to point out that the title was ab. 
solutely misleading and that in many 
instances it had misled hon. Members of 
the It professed to be a Bil] 
for taxation of machinery, but in reality 
it was a Bill for the exemption of certain 
machinery from rating. They had been 
informed by the mover of the Bill that 
it had been read six times already, and 
would have passed long since but for the 

But the 
added tie 


House. 


prolixity of hon. Members. 
hon. Gentleman had not 

information that on each occasion there 
had been a diminishing majority in 
favour of the Bill, showing that the 
objection to it was growing. He was 
bound to say that he thought the argu- 
ments advanced in favour of the Bill 
were very fallacious, ‘and he could not 
understand why unfixed machinery 
should be especially exempted from 
rating. He might refer hon. Members 
to the Tyne boiler case in the Court of 
Appeal, in which Lord Esher, the Master 
of the Rolls, in 1886, dealt with the ques- 
tion of what was fixed machinery. The 
decision then arrived at had not been since 
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altered. His complaint against the Bill, 
however, was that it proposed to narrow 
the basis of taxation rather than enlarge 
it, and his belief was that the effect of 
passing the Bill would be to increase 
the burden on the poorer members of 
the community. He was perfectly will- 
ing to argue the question that the present 
mode of taxation was fallacious and that 
taxes should be spread in a different 
manner. Certainly he would put more 
on the land, because he believed it was 
never intended that it should be held as 
a monopoly by, and for the advantage 
of, the privileged few. He could not 
conceive why an employer who by his 
forethought, patience, industry, and 
energy had built up a large concern 
should have his industry per se heavily 
rated. But they were not dealing with 
the wider question that afternoon; they 
were dealing with the narrower view, 
and he had to point out that the in- 
evitable result of relieving machinery 
of taxation would be to transfer the 
burden to the poor householder and 
small shopkeeper. In the constituency 
he had the honour to represent, the in- 
creased burden which would be created 
by the Bill would fall upon the poor 
labouring class. Let them try and 
understand the effects the exemption 
of machinery would have in that 
district. His constituency was largely 
working-class. Ninety per cent. of the 
inhabitants belonged to the working 
classes, and he had been given to 
understand from inquiries he had made 
that the effect of the Bill would be 
to increase the rates by 4d. or 5d. in 
the £. It was well known that about 
the present time the rates in Gates- 
head were very heavy, especially the 
education rate, and if, in addition to 
their present burden, exemption of 
machinery from rating was introduced, 
their rates would be heavy indeed. 
He had been given to understand also 
that in Jarrow, another large industrial 
centre, the effect of the Bill would be to 
add another 4d. in the £ to the ratepayers’ 
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burdens, and he had also been informed 
that in Sunderland it would mean a 
similar increase. Fourpence or fivepence 
in the £ might seem to be a small matter, 
but with the already increased burdens of 
taxation it became a very serious one. 
There were other instances he could 
mention, all of which indicated that 
the passage of the Bill would be a very 
serious matter indeed especially for 
northern districts. Before allowing such 
a Bill to come into operation they should 
have some general scheme of taxation ; it 
was not fair to exempt the capitalists 
by the narrow specious process suggested 
and place their responsibilities upon 
the shoulders of the workers. The 
Bill would mean higher rents, and every- 
one knew that the workman’s rent was 
already sufficiently high—higher than 
his means allowed in many cases. Taxa- 
tion was steadily going up; they could 
not have any privileges except they 
were prepared to pay for them. He 
would be the last man to deprecate an 
increase in expenditure if they were to 
get a corresponding amount of advantage 
from it, but in the present instance they 
were going to take a burden off the 
backs of the classes better able to bear 
it and to place it upon the backs of the 
working men who were less able to bear 
it and would not derive any benefit 
from it. The Bill dealt with a very 
small portion of a very large question. 
He knew of no Bill introduced into this 
House which would call for greater 
consideration, an expenditure of more 
time, and keener analysis than that 
for the re-adjustment of the taxation 
of the country. The point he wished 
to make was that, whatever might be 
their special and peculiar view as to the 
exact place where the burden of taxa- 
tion ought to rest, there was no doubt 
that the discussion of the rating question 
would take up a great dealof time, and 
would require keen analysis and careful 
consideration. Why should they tinker 
with a small point like this, and why 
should a matter of this kind be raised in 
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a partial manner and not straight out ? | 
He hoped the House was not prepared to | 
pass this Bill. A number of hon. Gentle: | 
men professed to be very anxious for the | 
well being of the community in regard 
to taxation, but when they came to look | 
into the proposal they found that it was | 
simply one to remove taxation from their | 
own shoulders. This Bill might rightly | 
be called a manufacturers’ Bill. Con- | 
stantly in this House claims were made | 
for certain exemptions in favour of this, | 
that, or the other class, but he did not 
think that the class who desired this | 
exemption deserved to have their present 


claim taken into consideration or that | 


they had made out any case. The. 


case which had been brought forward had | 


received diminished support, and as soon 


as it was understood that the Bill was to | 


reduce the rating of a particular class he 


thought less support than ever would be | 
He did not wish the House | 


given to it. 
to pass the Bill under a misappre- 
hension; it must be distinctly under- 


stood that it was a Bill by which it was | 
intended to take a burden from the | 


manufacturers and place it upon the. 
'rates charged upon his machinery in the 


small shopkeepers and workers who in a 


very large number of cases were already | 


overburdened. [Cries of “ No.”] Hon. 


Members said ‘‘ No” and therefore evi- | 


dently this was a matter of opinion, and 


he thought his opinion was as good as | 


that of other hon. Members. Why should 
the capitalists and the machine owner be 
exempted from this burden, and why 
should it be placed upon the small shop- 
keepers and the workers? He entered 
an emphatic protest against the Bill, 
and hoped hon. Members would realise 
its important and far-reaching conse- 
quences. Without further wearying the 
House he had the pleasure of moving 
that the Bill be read a second time that 
day six months. 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY 
(Lincolnshire, Horncastle) seconded the 
Motion for the rejection of the Bill, 


although he confessed that the object. 


Mr. J. Johnson. 
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of the promoters had his sympathy. He 
felt obliged, however, to go into the 
Lobby against the measure. He was. 
perfectly prepared to admit that manu- 
facturers had grievances upon the sub- 
ject, but, like the hon. Member who had 
moved the rejection, he felt that if 


| machinery were exempted the rates 


would have to be met out of somebody 
else’s pocket. He did not exactly know, 
and it was difficult to tell in different 
parts of the country, upon whose 
shoulders the burden would fall. The 
hon. Member for Gateshead seemed to 
think that the burden would fall upon 
the small shopkeeper and workers, and 
he thought that that was likely to be 
the case. Indeed he did not see how it 
could be otherwise. On the other hand, 
he recognised that in the country dis- 
tricts the burden would fall upon the 
farmers who were cultivating the land. 
He thought that this debate would bring 
out a very important point to which the 
mover had referred in his speech when he 
quoted cases, within his knowledge, where 
the manufacturer had had to remove 
his works and plant, owing to the heavy 


district in which he carried on business. 
He had always maintained that the 
rating of machinery was hard, and 
therefore the Bill had his sympathy, 
but he felt that if rates upon machinery 
were done away with they were bound 
tofall upon the produce of that machinery. 
He considered the rating of machinery 
thoroughly wrong, in the same way as 
he considered the rating of land thor- 
oughly bad. It was, in his opinion, a 
question not of who but of what 
paid the rate. It might be called the 
rating of machinery, but it did not 
matter to the manufacturer or to the 
local authority who paid the rates, 
or whether the sum was raised by a 
charge placed upon the article which 
the manufacturer was producing, oF 
was levied in the way of rates. 
He held that the rating of machinery 
was a tax upon the article produced, 
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and therefore he considered 
bad. The same thing might be said 


it was 


about land, and it did not matter 
whether the money was levied by way 
of rate upon land or upon a quarter 
of corn which was grown upon the land. 
He had always said that the rating of 
any property in the country fell upon the 
industry and the people engaged in it- 
He considered, however, that there 
should be legislation with regard to the 
whole of the question of rating, and he 
did not think the Report of the Commis- 
sion appointed by the last Conservative 
Government had in any way solved the 
problem. He thought it one of the chief 
mistakes of the last Conservative Govern- 
ment that they did not deal entirely with 
this rating question and go to the very 
root of it. This tax made it all the 
harder for manufacturers in this country 
to compete with their foreign rivals, 
But to call upon the tenants of small 
houses in towns and upon farmers in the 
country to bear the burden was unjust. 
He believed that the whole question ought 
to be thoroughly gone into and radically 
altered, and he hoped the Government 
would take the matter into consideration 
and see whether they could not devise 
some better scheme for obtaining rates 
than from this source. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’”—(Mr. J. Johnson.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 





*Mr. STUART (Sunderland) said he 
would not have intervened in this 
debate had it not been for the fact that 
lhe was the only Member present who 
was a Member of the Royal Com- 
mission which sat for a number of years 
upon the subject of local taxation. 
He recognised that this Bill was founded 
upon a clause of the Report of the 
Commission which was unanimously 
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agreed to, or at all events was agreed 
to by) an overwhelming majority. 
The Commission came to the con- 
clusion that the rating of machinery, 
as at present carried out, had many 
disadvantages, and he thought it would 
be a very great advantage to very many 
hon. Members if they would look into 
the historical aspect of the question, 
which was dealt with in the Report, 
which threw an immense light upon 
the whole rating question. One of the 
reasons which caused them to make the 
Report they did about the rating of 
machinery was the difference of prac- 
tice which prevailed in different parts 
of the country, and resulted in the hamp-r- 
ing of competitive trade. Not only was 
there a difference of practice throughout 
the country in regard to rating, but 
the whole law of rating, and especially 
that in respect of machinery, was based 
largely upon decisions given by the 
courts of law, a piecemeal sort of law, 
which was in an uncertain and dis- 
organised condition. Another point was 
that they felt that this rating of 
machinery was a tax upon trade, and 
that inasmuch as it fell largely upon 
some branches of trade and _ not 
upon others it was very desirable 
that the matter should be rectified 
in the general interests of the manu- 
facturers of the country. But while they 
took that view and made that Report, 
the question to which he wished to call 
the attention of the House was that 
this particular portion of their Report 
was to be taken in connection with the 
other large and important proposals 
which they made affecting the whole 
general law of rating. They were 
put there to consider the law and 
question of rating as a whole and they did 
so—he did not say with all the success that 
they could have wished. They touched 
upon the question of how much the 
Poor Law and the education rates ought 
to fall upon the local authority or the 
central authority. Five of them, includ-, 
ing Lord Balfour of Burleigh, made 
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a Report in favour of the rating of 
ground values, and the House would 
see that when the (ommission made 


their Report they had before them 
the general reorganisation of the 
rating conditions of the country. 
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| Bill removed an obstruction in the 
resources of competitive trade. Taxation 


/should depend not on the machinery 
| that made a business profitable, but on 
| the general prosperity of the community 


as a whole. Let them tax prosperity, 





They proposed this change in the rating | but not those things by which prosperity 
of machinery as part of the large system | was attained. 
of reorganisation which they put forward. | 


Whether it should be taken by itself or 


not was a very different question, and he | 
thought that the House would do well | 


to deal with the question of local taxation 


from a general point of view. There 


was no question in the country which | 


was more important than local taxation 
except the question of general taxa- 
tion. Then there was the 


in regard to contributions in aid of | nani 
p, | however, had an objection to its pro- 


local rates. These were subjects whic 
were not generally attractive to people, 


. . . . | 
and it was difficult to raise any interest | 


in them, and the ratepayers did not know | “S"" 
There | principle raised by the Bill was part of a 
| very large scheme of local taxation. 


how the incidence of rating fell. 
was, for instance. the compound house- 
holder system, which did not relieve rates 
but cloaked them; 
the rates not under the compound 
system there was a great deal of difficulty 
on the part of competent authorities 
in deciding who really paid the rates. He 
thought he had said enough to show 
the great vista which was before the 
House of Commons in regard to these 
rating questions. 
and the House of Commons would wake 
up and deal with the real essence of the 


to the country. 
to hear from the Government some 
undertaking that they would deal with his 
question at no distant date. 


*Mr. R. DUNCAN (Lanarkshire, Govan) 
heartily supported the Bill. This country 
had to keep pace with the march of 
invention and improvement which was 
going on in the midst of our rivals in 
Germany and the United States. The 

Mr, Stuart. 


question | 


If the Government | 


but even taking | that when 


| Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
| Wansbeck) thought the House was very 
/much indebted to his hon. friend the 
| Member for Sunderland for the explana- 


| tion he had given the House as to the work 
| of the Royal Commission on Local Taxa- 
tion. Although he had no decided objec- 
| tion to this Bill, there were many Members 


|of the House who had. He certainly, 


| ceeding at the present moment and 
| under present conditions. As the hon. 
Member for Sunderland had justly said, the 


He 
reminded supporters of the Government 
the late Government dealt 
with agricultural rating and _ clerical 
tithes the opposition then offered was 
due to the selection of special features of 
taxation for treatment tending particu- 
larly to favour the friends of the late 
Government. That was one of the funda- 
mental grounds of their opposition to 
the proposals of the late Government. 
No one could deny, however, that in a 


'measure of this kind the responsibility 


general rating question they would, he ought to rest upon the Government and 
dy oy 


thought, be rendering a genuine service | 


is dheeld be glad | his own district they rated machinery, 


not upon an individual Member. In 
including that appertaining to collieries. 
They had not lowered the basis of taxa- 
tion; they had only narrowed down the 
area of taxable property. The expendi- 
ture went on just the same, and where 
were they to find the money to meet 
the necessary expenditure in the locality ? 
They had to impose additional taxation 
on the other property of that locality, 
that was to say upon the houses of the 


working men ; men who had struggled to 
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houses. By this Bill they would exempt 
the property of those who were able to 
pay in order to throw it upon the shoulders 
of men who were not able to bear it. 
The fact that the tax on machinery was 
reduced would also tend to put up the 
rents of working men in the locality, 
The rents in the county of Northumber- 
land, and especially in Newcastle, were 
probably much higher than the rents 
in any other industrial centre, and the 
effect of this Bill would be to increase 
the rent of those properties and increase 
the rents of the working men in the 
of Northum- 


He objected upon that ground, 


rural and urban districts 
berland. 
so far as his district at all events was 


concerned, to the passing of this measure. 


*Mr. CHARLES ROBERTS (Lincoln) 
suid that all 


Bill agreed 


the opponents of the 
that 
was not a fit 


unfixed machinery 


subject for rating, 
but they found various grounds why, 
in spite of agreeing with the principle 
of the Bill, they considered it was one 
that must be rejected. He was inclined 
to think that the substantial argument 
was that the whole question of rating 


He did 


not yield to anyone in asking the Govern- 


should be dealt with together. 


ment to deal with the question on the 
lines of the Rating Commission. He 
thought he had heard the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer the other night say that 
he wanted to adjust the whole question 
of rating, but he did not see why 
they should not vote on this Bill to-day 
because the Government at some future 
time proposed to deal with the whole 
problen of Imperial and local finance. 
Hon. Members would never have urged 
that the question of the taxation of land 
values, could not be dealt with separat ly 
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apart from the general readjustment of 
rating, and if the House threw out this 
Bill today, it would be said, when the 
general settlement came, that the House 
hal changed its mind on the question 


of the rating of machinery. They 
should do the just thing, and he 


thought, for his part, that this Bill was 
a just one. There was a clear dis- 
tinction between fixed machinery, which 
might increase the letting value of the 
establishment, and the loose machinery 
lving about which did not. And accept- 
ing the main principle of the Bill, he 
thought it a fair and moderate proposal to 
exempt that unfixed machinery from 
taxation. The hon. Member for the Wans- 
beck division of Northumberland had 
said that if they exempted this machinery 
from taxation, the burden would be 
placed upon the house property in the 
locality. But if this Bill was just, he did 
not see that people had a right to per- 
petuate an injustice by throwing it out. 
One strong argument which induced him 
to vote in favour of the Bill was that the 
case decided in the House of Lords last 
year had increased the anxiety which 
prevailed in the present state of the law. 
The whole practice of the law was 
sufficiently uncertain at the present 
time with regard to the rating of machin- 
ery, and that uncertainty would only be 
increased by that decision, and while 
they were waiting for a general readjust- 
ment, assessment committees might be 
doing real injustices in the meantime. 
That was one ground why he had decided 


to press for the Bill this afternoon. 


*Mr. MYER (Lambeth, N,) said the 
framers of this Bill had thought well, 
but not this 
subject. How were they going to draw 


sufficiently well, on 


a distinction between fixed and unfixed 
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machinery ? What was fixed machinery ? | well that where the rates were increased 


It was very difficult to define. He) 
presumed that most hon. Members | 
thought it consisted of boilers and | 
What was happening to boilers | 
and engines to-day? In some particular | 
town they might possibly have 100 works | 
each with an engine and boiler worth | 


engines. 


£1,000. To-day, with the introduction 
of electric” and hydraulic power, the 
whole of that * machinery might dis- 
appear in a year or two. Under those 
circumstances what was the value of it, 
and what would become of the power 
to rate that machinery ? 
having separate engines and _ boilers, 
works would be run from some large 
distributing centre, and were they going 
to place the rate upon the central dis- 
tributing station? The whole idea of 
differentiating between fixed and unfixed 
machinery was absurd. With regard 
to the extra rate falling upon workmen’s 


dwellings, the statement would not hold | 


water, because every landlord to-day was 
getting as much rent as he possibly could 


out of his tenants, and no matter what the | 


rates might be, the landlord could not 
increase the rent. Therefore the argu- 
ment that the rate would fall heavily 
upon the working classes was illusive. 
.A large amount of the rateable value 
created would disappear in a very short 


time. 


Mr. SUMMERBELL (Sunderland) said 
that the hon. Member was_ perfectly 
accurate in what he said so far as it 


related to the town which he (Mr.. 
Summerbell) had {the honour to repre- | 


sent. The machinery in that town was 
rated at the present time, and if this 


Bill was passed into law it would in- | 


crease the rates of the town 3d. or 4d. 
in the £. Everybody knew perfectly 
Mr, Myer. 


Instead of | 


the rents were also increased. If this 
Bill was passed to-day, the rates in 
his town would go up and the house 
property in the shape of workmen’s 
rents would go up 6d. a week. He hopel 
the House would not pass the Bill. 


Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 


| said that if he thought it was going to raise 
the rents paid by the working classes 


he should vote against the Bill, but he 
did not think it would have any such 
effect. He thought the landlords had 
already they could out of 
the workmen, no matter what the 
rates might be. If they taxed loose 
working machinery they made it more 
dificult for the manufacturer to live; 
out of the district, 
lowered wages, and injured the working 
classes. By taking the tax off machinery 
they threw the expense on the great 
owners of property. This was a small 
step in the right direction. The effect 
of this Bill was to encourage industry 
and thereby to raise the condition of the 


got all 


they drove him 


working classes. 


*Mr. J. D. WHITE (Dumbartonshire) 
said he supported the Bill because it was 
a small and practical step in the right 
direction. It was a moderate measure, 


the fundamental principle of which was 


to exempt from rating machinery which 


was not fixe 1 and machinery which was 
only temporarily fixed. The hon. 
Member who moved the rejection of 
the Bill professed to be unable to see 
the distinction between the machinery 
which was not fixed and machinery which 
was. The distinction was an arbitrary 
distinction, but it was a distinction whic) 
had been made by this House, and in the 
Scottish Rating Act, passed four years 
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ago, that very distinction had been put in. | 
The promoters of the Bill desired to have | 
in England the advantages already | 
possessed in Scotland. It was almost a 
pity that the Bill did not go further, for 
he should like to see all the rating and 
taxing of machinery abolished. Machinery 
played a more and more important part. 
in modern production, and they should | 
encourage its use in every way, instead o! | 
penalisng it. The hon. Member for the 
Wansbeck Division had argued that if 
machinery was exempted from rating, 
rates would be put upon the houses of 
the working classes. He could not agree 
with the hon. Member in that. 
opposed not only to the rating of 
machinery, but also to the rating of | 
factory buildings and industrial buildings 
of every kind, including crofters’ cottages 


He was 


in Scotland and the labourers’ cottages | 
in Ireland and even to the hut tax in’ 
Natal. He quite agreed with the observa-_ 
tion made by the noble Lord the Member | 
for the Horncastie Division that if they | 
did this for certain industrial undertakings 

they should also do it for all. He would | 
like to apply the same principle to agricul- | 
ture, and to exempt from rating farm- | 
all other | 
He quite | 
agreed that if they exempted all these 


buildings, hay sheds and 


agricultural improvements. 


things from rating they would have to’ 
find other things to rate. He was one of | 
those who for many years past had 
advocated the fundamental reform of our 
valuation so as to base the whole taxation | 


of landed property on the market value | 
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‘and the sooner the better; 


| out of the frying pan into the fire. 
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Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tae LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
BOARD (Mr. Runciman, Dewsbury) 
said he regretted that the promoters 


of this Bill had not circulated it till 
_ to-day—at least the Bill had not reached 


the office which he represented until to- 
day,and he should have thought that‘in 
an important matter like this they would 
have taken steps to circulate it as early 
as possible. He was in complete agree- 
ment with much that had been said. It 
was perfectly clear that the rating of 
machinery as at present carried on 
throughout the United Kingdom was a 
bad system and was not a uniform system: 
If this lack of uniformity was causing 
any grievance in any part of the country, 
they must, sooner or later, clear it up, 
but by 
this Bill, the House was being asked to 
proceed in the wrong way and to bring 
about a reform on a wrong system. 
They were asked to relieve a certain‘kind 
further 
Those burdens would, naturally, have to 


of machinery from burdens. 
be borne by somebody, and it was per- 
fectly clear that in most cases they would 
fall as an increased burden on house pro- 
perty. The burden which was removed 
from the industry would fall asanincreased 
burden upon the classes engaged in the 
industry, and he ventured to suggest that 
this would be merely a case of jumping 
Before 
the burden from the 
back of one set of producers on to the 


they transferred 


back of another set, they should con- 





of the lan and to leave all buildings and | sider how far they could embark 
other improvemen‘s of evety kind tax-/on a system of monopoly rating. 
Though he would continue to| He thought the House would be well 


| e ° ° ee 
alvocate that great reform, he was advised in not proceeding to a decision 


free. 


content to take this instalment now, | that afternoon, not that he opposed the 
and he would therefore support the | Bill in principle, but because he thought 


Bill. there was a better way of dealing with the 
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subject. The Government had an- 
nounced their intention of dealing next 
year with the rating of land values. 
It was hoped that they might be able to 
introduce a Valuation Bill next session, 
and by that means to approach nearer 
to a solution of this great problem. He 
suggested that, if the Government did 
that, they would do something towards 
ultimately transferring the burden from 
the on to 
the shoulders of the great monopoly 


great machinery users 


owners. That, he believed, was the 
proper way to proceed. Meanwhile, 
it might be necessary that they 


should of the un- 


certainties which at present existed with 


clear up some 
regard to the rating of machinery ; 
and if it should be necessary next year 
after the Government had introduced 
their measure to again bring this Bill 
before the House, he thought they might 


have it in a much amended form. If the 


House did proceed to a decision on the | 


Bill that afternoon, the Government 
would have to propose a series of Amend- 
mends which would materially alter its 


character. 


And, it being Five of the clock, the 
Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 


next. 


NEW BILL. 


VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS. 
Bill to provide that no Prosecution 


under the Vaccination Acts shall be 


commenced without the authority of the | 
Guardians, ordered to be brought in by | 
Mr.Pickersgill, Mr. Channing, Mr.Goddard, | 


tuncumun. 


Mr. 
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of the House. 


Mr. Brigg, Mr. Corrie Grant, and Mr, 
Bill. 
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VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS BILL. 
“ To provide that no Prosecutions under 
the Vaccination Acts shall be commence »d 

‘without the authority of the Guardians,” 

presented accordingly, and read the first 





time; to be read a second time upon 
Friday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
192.] 

INCOME TAX. 

Select Committee appointed to inquire 
into and report upon the practicability 
of graduating the Income Tax, and of 
differentiating, for the purpose of the tax 
between permanent and precarious in- 


| comes. 


Ordered, That the Committee do 


consist of Seventeen Members. 


The Committee was accordingly nomi- 
nated of—Mr. Beach, Mr. Brace, Mr. 
| Bridgeman, Mr. Cavendish, Sir Charles 
Dilke, Mr. Evans, Mr. George Faber, 
Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. Hayden, Sir Wil- 
liam Holland, Sir Seymour King, Mr. 
M‘Crae, Mr. McKenna, Mr. William 
Redmond, Mr. Rose, Mr. ‘Trevelyan, 
and Mr. Whittaker. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


! 
| 


| 


| Ordered, That Five be the quorum.— 
(Mr. Whiteley.) 


Whereupon Mr. Speaker, in pursuance 
of Standing Order No. 3, adjourned the 
House without Question put. 


Adjourned at six minutes aftet 
Five o’clock till Monday 
next. 


“<= Cy if14@ Mieriineaes 
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Several Lords took the Oath. 


The Marquess of Anglesey sat first 
in Parliament after the death of his 
kinsman. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Lord Tredegar’s Supplemental Estate 
Bill [u.u.]. Judges’ report received ; 
, Bill presented, and read 1". 


vy the semoer. 


: Standing Orders Committee—Repor 
‘from, that the Standing Orders not 
‘ complied with in respect of the petitions 
i for Bills by the Ritz Hotel Limited ; 
: John Cesar Crellin; ought to be dis- 
¢ pensed with, and leave given to introduce 
‘ the Bills. 

iy 

: And that the Standing Orders not 
s complied with in respect of the Sutton 
: District Water Bill ought to be ais- 
: pensed with. Read, and agreed to. 

v 
: The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
: House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
‘ had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
: from the Examiners that the further 
. Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
| ing Bills have been complied with :— 





Midland Railway. 


| Macclesfield and District Tramways ; 


And also the Certificate that the 
* Standing Orders have not been com- 
t plied with in respect of the petition for 
additional provision in the following 
Bill :—Scottish Union and National In- 
surance [H.L. }. 
The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


Great Northern (Ireland) and Midland 
Railways Bill [u.L.]. Reported from the 
Select Committee, with amendments. 


Great Western and Rhymney Railway 
Companies Bill [.L.]. Report from 
the Select Committee, That it is not 
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expedient to proceed further with the 
Bill; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


Petitions. 


Manchester Churches Bill [H.u.], Alex- 
andra (Newport and South Wales) Docks 
and Railway Bill [H.L.]; Mullingar, 
Kells, and Drogheda Railway Bill [#...] ; 
Folkestone and District Electricity Supply 
Bill [H.L.]; Shropshire, Worcestershire, 
and Staffordshire Electric Power Bill 
[u.L.]; Kent Electric Power Bill [H...] ; 
Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe Tram- 
ways (No. 1.) Bill [u.L.]; Folkestone, 
Sandgate, and Hythe Tramways (No. 2.) 
Bill [#.t.]. Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Lord Willoughby de 
Broke and the Lord Dunboyne be 
proposed to the House as members of 
the Select Committee on the said Bills 
in the place of the Earl of Mayo and 
the Viscount Falmouth; read, and 
agreed to. 


Wallasey Tramways and Improvements 
Bill [#.u.], Read 3*, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 


Cathcart District Railway (Superfluous 
Lands) Order Confirmation Bill; North 
Berwick Corporation Order Confirmation 
Bill, Brought from the Commons. 


Cathcart District Railway (Superfluous 
Lands) Order Confirmation Bill, (No. 73.) ; 
North Berwick Corporation Order Con- 
firmation Bill (No. 74.) Read 1*; to 
be printed; and (pursuant to the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899), deemed to have been read 2" 
(The Lord Hamilton of Dalzell), and 
reported from the Committee. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION. 

Petitions in favour of denominational 
religious teaching in schools :— 
(1). Of teachers in schools at Phillack— 
Salmesbury—St. Peter’s—and Ashton- 
under-Lyne; (2). Of parents and guar- 
dians of children at Salmesbury—and 
Ashton-under-Lyne (2). 


Read, and ordered tolieon the Table. 


2 
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heports, de. 


INTERNATIONAL AGRICULTURAL 
INSTITUTE. 


Correspondence relative to the estab- 


lishment of an international agricultural 


General Report by the Chief Inspector | institute, with the Report of the British 
of the Northern Division of Scotland, , delegates and the Minutes of the proceed- 


for the year, 1905. 


ROYAL COLLEGE OF SCIENCE. | 

Final Report of the Departmental | 
Committee on the Royal College of | 
Science, etc. Vol. II. Minutes of Evi- | 
dence, Appendices (II.-XIII.), and In- | 
dex. 

NATAL. 

Correspondence relating to native 

disturbances in Natal. | 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 3573. Egypt (Port Said and Suez). 
No. 3574. Russia (Moscow). 

No. 3575. Russia (Finland). 
No. 3576. China (Swatow). 
No. 3577. Turkey (Trebizond). 
No. 3578. China (Hankow). 


ARMY (MILITARY PRISONS). 


Report on the discipline and manage- 
ment of the military prisons, 1905. 


RAILWAY RETURNS. 


Return relating to the railways of the 
United Kingdom for the year 1905. 
Preliminary statement. 


EDUCATION COMMISSIONERS 
(IRELAND). 


' Annual Report for the year 1905. 


PUBLIC RECORDS. 
Sixty-seventh Annual Report of the 
Deputy Keeper of the Public Records. 


RAILWAY RATES (PREFERENTIAL 
TREATMENT). 

Departmental Committee appointed by 
the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries 
to inquire into and report whether | 
preferential treatment is given by the | 
railway companies in Great Britain to, 
foreign and colonial, as compared with | 
home, farm, dairy, and market garden | 
produce. Report; Minutes of evidence, | 
with appendices and index. 





ings at the International Conference on 
agriculture at Rome. 


LICENSING STATISTICS. 
Statistics as to the operation and ad- 
ministration of the laws relating to the 
sale of intoxicating liquors, for the year 
1905. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 


| to lie on the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS 


DURHAM). 

Order made by the council of the county 
of Durham altering certain polling dis- 
tricts in the Chester-le-Street parlia- 
mentary division of the county. 


(COUNTY OF 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904 (RHONDDA 
URBAN DISTRICT). 

Order made by the urban district 
council of Rhondda, confirmed by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, fixing the hours of closing for 
certain shops within the district. 


SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury Mintue, dated Ist May, 1906, 
declaring British Central Africa, the East 
Africa Protectorate, Northern Nigeria, 
the Somaliland Protectorate, Southern 
Nigeria, and Uganda to be unhealthy 
places for the purpose of the Super- 

annuation Acts, 1859 and 1876. 


Treasury Minute, dated Ist May, 1906, 
granting a retired allowance to Mr. 
William Pearson, Staff Clerk, War 
Office. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT. 

University Court Ordinance, No. XIV. 
(Edinburgh No. 4) Institution of 
Degrees in Veterinary Medicine and 
Surgery and relative regulations. Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
to be printed. (No. 70.) 
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Turkey 
IMPORTS INTO CANADA. 
Return respecting. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Order of the 30th 
of March last), and to be printed. (No. 
71.) 


STANDING COMMITTEE. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion for the Standing Committee, that 
they have added the Earl Carrington to 
the Standing Committee; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


COLONIAL MARRIAGES BILL [n.1] 

A Bill to declare the law with respect 
to a marriage between a man and his 
deceased wife’s sister domiciled in part 
of the British Possessions where such a 
marriage is legal. Was presented by the 
Lord Elgin (£. Elgin and Kincardine) ; 
read 1* ; to be printed, and to be read 
2* on Tuesday the 15th instant. (No.75.) 


MATRIMONIAL CAUSES ACTS AMEND. 
MENT BILL [u.1.] 
EXTRADITION BILL [1.1.] 

Orders of the Day for the Second 
Reading read, and discharged. 


POST OFFICE (MONEY ORDERS) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


SEED POTATOES SUPPLY (IRELAND) 
BILL. 
Read 3* (according to Order), with 
the Amendments, and passed, and re- 
turned to the Commons. 


TURKEY AND EGYPT. 
*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he is able to give the House 
any additional information in regard 
to the Turco-Egyptian frontier. 


*”) ‘HE 
STATE ror FOREIGN 
in a position to give to your Lordships, 
who-I know desire to have it as soon as 
possible, some further information with 


tegard to the situation affecting the 


{7 May 1906} 


UNDER-SECRETARY OF | 
AFFAIRS | 
(Lord Firzmaurice): My Lords, I am_ 
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Turco-Egyptian frontier in continuation 
of the statement which I made a few 
_days ago. The British Ambassador at 
Constantinople presented a Note to the 
Porte on Thursday last inviting the 
Sultan to agree to the demarcation by 
Great Britain and Turkey of the line 
from El Rafah to the head of the Gulf 
of Akabah on the basis of the telegram 
from the Grand Vizier to the Khedive 
of April 8, 1892, and pending a settle- 
ment to withdraw his troops from Tabah. 


I venture here to give a short sum- 
mary of the negotiations which have 
taken place. Early in the year Kgyp- 
tian troops were sent in the ordinary 
course to occupy certain posts in the 
interior of the Sinai peninsula, including 
Tabah on the western coast of the Gulf 
of Akabah. On arrival at the latter post 
it was found that 150 Turkish troops 
were already in occupation. His 
Majesty’s Government protested against 
the occupation by the Turks of Tabah, 
a place unquestionably within the Sinai 
peninsula, and pointed out to the Porte 
that if any doubt existed as to the fron- 
tier line a joint Delimitation Commission 
was the best solution of the question. 
On February 13 Lord Cromer reported 
that the Turkish commandant at A‘a- 
bah was demanding the withdrawal of 
the Egyptian troops from the Faroun 
Island, an island in the northern part 
of the Gulf of Akabah. His Majesty’s 
Ship “Diana” was instructed to pro- 
ceed to Faroun to protect the Egyptian 
post there. 


After further representations the 
Sultan decided to send two officers 
from Constantinople to inquire into the 
/matter, and they left for Egypt on 
February 20th. It was hoped the 
Turkish Commissioners would discuss 
the matter, or form part of a Joint 
‘Commission of Delimitation. The 
/ Turkish Commissioners, however, left 
Cairo and proceeded to Beirut without 
having communicated with the Egyptian 
Government, the Khedive, or Lord 
Cromer. On March 21st the Turkish 
_Ambassador made a communication to 
the effect that as Tabah was a de- 
pendency of Akabah no objection could 
naturally be made to the presence there 
‘of Turkish troops, and that it was 


2K 2 
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consequently unnecessary to send { for a settlement on the lines of the frontier 
officials from Egypt to institute an | of Egypt as it has existed undisputed and 
inquiry into the question. The Sultan | undisturbed from a period many years 
then authorised Mukhtar Pasha to| previous to British occupation. 
negotiate with the Government of) ; 
Egypt, and His Majesty’s Government | The Note to which I have referred was 
agreed to the negotiations taking place | drawn up before the violation of Egyptian 
at Cairo. 'territory at El Rafah. I mentioned 
‘on Tuesday that His Majesty’s Ship 

Mukhtar Pasha had an interview with | “Minerva” had been sent to El Arish 
the Khedive, and demanded on behalf of | to ascertain whether the boundary pillars 
his Government that the boundary of | at El Rafah had actually been disturbed, 
the Sinai peninsula should run from | and I regret to say that the report of the 
El Rafah to Suez and from Suez to | removal of the pillars has been confirmed 
Akabah. The Khedive, in reply to by the captain of the“ Minerva” ; butas 
these representations, suggested that the | the Grand Vizier informed Sir N.O’Connor 
telegram of April 8th, 1892, should be | that a Commission would be sent to re- 
taken as the basis of a settlement, that | place the pillars had they been disturbed, 
the line should run from El Rafah to | it does not appear necessary to make 
Akabah, joining the coast three miles any representation on the subject at 
west of Fort Akabah, and that the | present. I need hardly remind your 
remainder of the line of frontier should be | Lordships that the prime determining 
determined by competent surveyors, | cause of the occupation in 1882 was that 
The Grand Vizier’s reply to the Khedive | the condition of unrest in that country 
was to the effect that the Gulf of Akabah | threatened danger to the Suez Canal, and 
and the Sinai peninsula were outside the | it is not to be supposed that, having thus 
territory defined in the Imperial Firman, | mtervened to protect the Canal from 
that the telegram of April 8th, 1892, only | danger coming principally from the 
referred to the western side of the Sinai | Western side, we shall now, twenty- 
peninsula, that the interpretation of that | four years after those events, be indifferent 
telegram was a matter which only | to similar dangers arising on the eastern 
concerned the Imperial Ottoman Govern- | Side of the waterway. 
ment, that Akabah had been adopted | 
as the headquarters of the Mutessariflek | 
of Akabah, and the hope was expressed | 
that no occasion would be afforded for | PUBLIC TRUSTEE BILL [u.1.]. 
interference by any other Power House in Committee (according to 

| Order). 

The delay, the extent of the demands | 
which have been put forward by the; [The Earl of OnsLow in the Chair]. 
Porte, and the tone and character of the | 
Turkish communications to the Khedive 
have made it impossible to defer a settle- | 
ment indefinitely, and that is why we 
are now pfessing our original demand) The LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
for a joint delimitation, I think I} Loresurn) said this Bill dealt with 
may claim on behalf of His Majesty’s|a very difficult subject, and he had 
Government that they have shown great | received a variety of communications 
patience and moderation ; but the latest | in regard to it. He had endeavoured 
developments of the Turkish demands if | to adopt those suggestions which seemed 
admitted would place Turkey in a/ desirable in the form of the Amendments 
position which would be a real danger} which appeared in his name on the 
not only to the freedom of the Suez Canal, | Paper. The first Amendment, which 
but also to the liberties of Egypt and| he now moved, would have this effect, 
of the Khedivial dynasty. His Majesty’s | that the public trustee would not under- 
Government cannot be indifferent to| take any trust under a deed of arrange- 
such issues, and the importance of them | ment for the benefit of creditors, nor the 
makes it necessary that we should press | administration of any insolvent estate. 





Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 





Lord Fitzmaurice 
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Amendment moved— | provide that the public trustee might 
“In page 2, line 13, after the word ‘ Act’ | be appointed custodian trustee even 
to insert the words ‘nor any trust under a} though there was no vacancy in the 
deed of arrangement for the benefit of creditors, | p»ymber of original trustees 
nor the administration of any insolvent | ; . 


estate.’”’—(The Lord Chancellor.) 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 3, line 15, to leave out the word 
| ‘the’ and to insert the words ‘ subject to rules 
j under this Act the’; and after the word 

‘such’ to insert the words ‘and whether or 
| not the number of trustees has been redneed 
| below the original number.’ ”—(7he Lord 
| Chancellor.) 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR said the | 


object of his Amendment was to have | 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 3 :— 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 





some formal record without which the | 


estate was not to vest in the public 
trustee. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 2, line 29, after the word ‘ under- 


taking’ to insert the words ‘declaration in 
writing signed and sealed by him.’ ”—(Zhe 
Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Tae LORD CHANCELLOR explained 
that sub-section (3) provided that for 
the purposes of the administration 
of small estates the public trustee 
might exercise such of the powers and 
authorities of the High Court as might 
be conferred on him by rules under this 
Bill. The object of his Amendment 
was to authorise the authority who 
made the rules—the Lord Chancellor— 
to bestow those powers subject to such 
conditions as he might think right to 
impose. It was thought that some of 
the powers and authorities of the High 
Court which were to be conferred on 
the public trustee should not be so con- 
ferred without safeguards against their 
abuse. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 2, line 38, after the word ‘ Act’ to 
insert the words ‘subject to such conditions as 
may be imposed by the rules.’”—(7he Lord 
Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 4:— 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR said the 


object of his next Amendment was to 





*Lorp FABER explained that the 


| object of his Amendment was to enable 


trustees under a will, who had appointed 


| the official trustee as custodian trustee, 
| to act with him if they thought fit to do 
'so. He hoped the Lord Chancellor would 
| see his way to accept the insertion of the 


words proposed. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 3, line 27, after the word ‘ trustee’ 
to insert the words ‘jointly with the other 
trustees or trustee.’ "—({Lord Faber.) 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR said it 
was quite obvious that the more interest 
the old trustees took in the trust the better 
it would be for everybody concerned. 
But the noble Lord’s Amendment would 
go further than was anticipated. The 
sub-section in question provided that 
where the public trustee was appointed 
to be custodian trustee of any trust the 
property subject to the trust, and the 
tight to transfer or call for the transfer 
of any shares, stock, or securities forming 
part of the trust property, should by virtue 
of this Act vest in the custodian trustee. 
It was now proposed by the noble Lord 
that if there were any other trustees the 
property should vest in them jointly. The 
title and right of the other trustees would 
depend on something other than this 
Act, and if the words suggested by the 
noble Lord were inserted, trustees who 
might not really be entitled to have the 
property vested in them at all might have 
it so vested by virtue of this Act. The 
danger of accepting the Amendment 
was that it might have ulterior effects 
quite beyond what the noble Lord 
wished. If the noble Lord would confer 
with him before the next stage of the 
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Bill he would endeavour to meet the 
substance of his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR moved 
to amend the proviso that a custodian 
trustee need not concur in nor perform 
any act the effect of which might be to 
vest in him property which might involve 
a personal liability on him in respect 
of calls or otherwise. He moved to 
substitute the word “ shall” for ‘“ need.” 
It had been pointed out that as the 
Consolidated Fund was lable to make 
good all sums required to discharge 
any liability which the public trustee, 
if he were a private trustee, would be 
personally liable to discharge, a custodian 
trustee should not be allowed to concur 
in any act the effect of which might expose 
him to liability. 

' Amendment moved— 


‘‘In page 4, line 7, to leave out the word 
need’ and insert the word ‘shall.’’’—(7he 
Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR said it 
was not reasonable to require that 
the custodian trustee should be obliged 
to inquire into the legality of every 


matter in which he was _ requested 
to concur, and the object of the 
new proviso which he now moved 


was to secure that where a request to 
concur was made in writing, signed by 
all the managing trustees and accom- 
panied by a certificate from a duly 
qualified solicitor, not being a trustee, 
that the action was within the powers 
of the trust, the custodian trustee 
should be exonerated from all conse- 
quences of his concurrence. This proviso 
would conduce to business and give 
every practical safeguard. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 4, line 10, after the word ‘ other- 
wise’ to insert as a new proviso the words 
‘and (b) where a request to concur is made in 
writing, signed by all the managing trustees, 
accompanied by a certificate from a duly 
qualified solicitor not being a trustee that the 
matter in which the custodian trustee is re- 
quested to concur is within the powers of the 
trust, the custodian trustee shall not be 


Lord Lorelurn. 
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obliged to inquire into the legality of the 
matter, and shall be exonerated from all 
consequences of his concurrence if he acts in 
good faith.’”—(Zhe Lord Chancellor.) 
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Lorp ASHBOURNE did not object 
to the course proposed to be taken by 
the Lord Chancellor, but was disposed 
to think that the matter would require 
close consideration when they saw the 
Amendment incorporated in the clause, 
The question at once suggested itself— 
What was the good of the custodian 
trustee if he were bound to consent to 
all the things he was asked to do by the 
other trustees, and if he were to be 


satisfied with the certificate of the 
solicitor. 
THe LORD CHANCELLOR said he 


would 
looked 


be pleased if the matter were 
into. In point of fact, the 
frauds that had taken place had been 
largely perpetrated when there was 
only one trustee, and in secret without 


the knowledge of an_ independent 
solicitor. His Amendment gave a very 


effective safeguard, although he fully 
admitted that it did not afford abso- 
lutely incontrovertible security against 
peculation, 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR said the 
object of his next Amendment was to 
provide that the custodian trustee 
should not be liable if he acted in good 
faith. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 4, line 28. after the word ‘trustee’ 
to insert the words ‘if he acts in good faith.’ ” 
—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


*Lorp FABER, who had given notice 
to move the deletion of Sub-section 3 of 
Clause 4, and the insertion of the following 
new subsection— 


(3) Any banking or insurance company or 
other body corporate may, if it consents to act 
as such, be appointed to be custodian trustee 
of any trust in the same manner as the public 
trustee may be so appointed, with power for 
such company or body corporate to charge and 
retain or pay out of the trust property by way 
of remuneration such fees as may be agreed, or 
in default of agreement fees not exceeding 
those chargeable by the public trustee as 
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custodian trustee, and the provisions of Sub- | 
sections 1 and 2 of this clause shall mutatis | 
mutandis apply to such company or other body | 
corporate, | 
said that by this Bill those persons who | 
were originally connected with the trust | 
had power to appoint the public trustee | 
as custodian trustee without going through 
any formality whatever; but, if an 
original trustee under a will desired | 
to appoint a corporate body or a bank 
as custodian trustee, it was necessary 
to go through the formality of applying 
to the Court. He did not know why | 
a <lifference should be made between 
a custodian trustee when he was an | 
official, and a custodian trustee in the | 
shape of a bank or insurance office. Since | 
the Amendment had been put down, 
however, he had had a_ conversation | 
with the noble and learned Lord in 
charge of the Bill. The Lord Chancellor | 
had undertaken to give the matter his | 
attention between this and the Report | 
stage, andin the circumstances he would | 
not move his Amendment. | 


| 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR moved 
to leave out Sub-section (4). This sub- 
section provided that the section should 
apply to trusts whether created before 
or after the passing of this Act, but should 
not extend to —(a) any trust for religious 
purposes; or (6) any trust which was 
being administered by or under the 
Court ; or (c) any trust where a judicial 
trustee had been appointed to be a trustee. 
The reason for deleting this sub-section | 
was that it was considered preferable that | 
this matter should be settled by Rules. 
He thought it was clear that where a trust 
was exclusively for religious or charitable 
purposes the public trustee ought not 
to have anything to do with it ; but there | 
might well be an estate one-twentieth | 
part of the interest in which was by the | 
will directed to be applied for religious or | 
charitable purposes, and he did not 
think it would be right to prevent that 
estate coming under the management of 
the public trustee. This was a matter 
which ought to be settled by Rules, 
which their Lordships would have full 
opportunity of criticising. 





Amendment moved— 


“In page 5, line 18, to leave out Sub-section | 
{4)."—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


| toinsert the words‘ in the prescribed manner. 
| —(The Lord Chaneellor.) 


Trustee Bill. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
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Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 5 :— 


Tae LORD CHANCELLOR said that 
the clause as it stood provided that the 
public trustee might by that name be 
appointed to be trustee of any will or 
settlement or other instrument creating 
a trust. He wished to avoid any cavill- 
ing on the point, and therefore moved 
to insert, after “the public trustee may 
by that name,” the words “or any 
other sufficient description.” 


Amendment moved— 
“In pyge 5, line 26, after the word ‘name’ 


| to insert the words ‘or any other sufficient 
| description.’ ”—(Z'he Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to, 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR moved to 
amend Sub-section (4). It was, he said, 
provided that notice of any proposed 
appointment of the public trustee should, 
where practicable, be given to all persons 
beneficially interested. He proposed to 
insert the words “in the prescribed 
manner,” so as to render the making 
of Rules compulsory. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 6, line 7, after the word ‘given’ 
2”) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR moved a 
proviso at the end of Sub-section 4, to 
the effect that a failure to give such 
notice should not invalidate any appoint- 
ment made under this section. It was, 
he said, obvious that disastrous results 
might happen without some suca 
proviso. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 7, line 14, after the word ‘ made’ 


| to insert the words ‘provided that a failure 
| to give any such notice shall not invalidate 


any appointment made under this section.’”— 
(The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
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*Lorp ELLENBOROUGH moved that 
a sub-section be inserted to provide that 
the public trustee should be appointed 
as additional trustee on the application 
of any trustee or beneficiary in any trust 
in which a solicitor was acting or had acted 
in the double capacity of solicitor and 
trustee. He would himself have liked to see 
it made illegal for any person to hold the 
double position of solicitor and trustee to 
the same trust. He had, however, been 
told that the opposition to such a change 
in the law would be very strong, and that 
it would be outside the scope of this Bill 
to bring in a clause to that effect. There- 
fore, as a layman he appealed to the Lord 
Chancellor and to the other noble and 
learned Lords present to give co-trustees 
and beneficiaries such relief from their 
anxieties as this Bill might render possible. 
He asked for their sympathy all the more 
because they had never been in the 
position of the unfortunate layman, 
for even in their younger days no evil- 
disposed solicitor would have been likely 
to attempt to deceive a barrister in good 
practice. An ordinary layman, and by 
that he meant a man capable of earning 
his own living in his business or in his 
profession, might be fairly capable of 
holding his own against another trustee, 
or against a solicitor to the trust who 
could be changed. But whether he was a 
trustee or a beneficiary he was terribly 
handicapped when dealing with an ir- 
removeable trustee, who as solicitor to 
the trust could get possession of docu- 
ments and accounts. 


Ladies were in a still worse posi- 
tion. Most of them knew less of 
business than the average layman. A 
lady once told him that she felt like a 
rabbit in the presence of a rattlesnake when 
transacting business with her co-trustee 
solicitor. The superior power conferred on 
one man by his double position of solicitor 
and trustee deterred many men from 
accepting trusteeships. If this one man 
was capable of misconduct, the trust 
fund was insufficiently protected, and 
both beneficiary and co-trustee might 
at any moment find themselves reduced 
to a state of bankruptcy. He did not 
at all wish it to be understood that he 
was attacking the great majority of 


solicitors. He was sincerely grateful to | 


{LORDS} 
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still alive, for valuable advice given 
to him when in doubt and difficulty, 
But unfortunately there was a small 
minority among them who had shown 
themselves unable to withstand the 
temptations to which they had been 
exposed by the immense power given 
to them in their double capacity of solici- 
tor and trustee. If this or some similar 
clause were accepted and made use of 
it would, he hoped, have the effect of 
protecting solicitors of this class against 
themselves and of giving additional 
security to trust funds. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 6, line 14, after the word ‘ made 
to insert as a new sub-section ‘(5) If any 
trustee or beneficiary in any existing or future 
trust in which a solicitor is acting or has 
acted in the double capacity of solicitor and 
trustee, shall apply to the Court to have the 
public trustee appointed as additional trustee, 
the Court shall make the appointment.’”’— 
(Lord Ellenborough.) 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR accepted 
the sub-section with slight amendments, 
one of which required the consent of the 
public trustee to his appointment. 

On Question, new sub-section, as 
amended agreed to. 


Clause 5, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 6, agreed to. 
Clause 7 :— 


*Lorpv FABER moved to delete the 
latter half of Sub-section (1). The words 
he proposed to leave out were— 


‘* Except where the liability is one to which 
neither the public trustee nor any of his 
officers has in any way contributed, and which 
neither he nor any of his officers could by the 
exercise of reasonable diligence have averted, 
and in that case the public trustee shall not, 
nor shall the Consolidated Fund, be subject to 
any liability.” 


As amended, the sub-section would 
read— 

“The Consolidated Fund of the United 
Kingdom shall be liable to make good all 
sums required to discharge any liability which 
the ogg trustee, if he were a private trustee, 
would be personally liable to discharge.” 


The first part of the clause as it stood 


several of them, some of whom were | rightly laid it down that a public trustee 
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as a private trustee was now liable. 
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should only be liable to the same extent | 
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would have to contribute to an insur- 
|ance fund. 


Why, therefore, should words be inserted | 


exempting the public trustee from certain | 


liabilities which private trustees had 
not to incur? He confessed that the 
words were difficult to understand. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 7, line 4, to leave out from the | 
word ‘discharge’ to the end of the sub- 
section. ”_(Lord Faber.) 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR thought 
it was the subject itself which was diffi- 
cult to understand, and not the wording | 
of the clause. What the clause meant 
was this. 


to discharge any 
public trustee, if he were a private 
trustee, would be personally liable to | 
discharge. This gavé protection to all | 
persons interested in trust funds. It | 
was a very great advantage, ceputlly | 
in the case of small properties, if the | 
persons interested could go to sleep 
feeling quite secure as to the safety of 
their property. But it was obvious, in 
the case of properties in regard to 
which there were other trustees and 
those trustees committed faults, the | 
public trustee and the Consolidated | 
Fund ought not to be made liable. 


Therefore the clause provided that the | 
should answer for | 


Consolidated Fund 
the default, except where the lability 
was one to which neither the public 
trustee nor any of his officers had in | 
any way contributed, and which neither 


he nor any of his officers could by the | 


exercise of reasonable diligence have 
averted. The clause was quite clear 
as it stood, and he could not consent 
to the Amendment. 


*Lorp FABER: A private trustee | 
under those circumstances would not | 
be liable. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: Yes, he 


would, even in cases where he has not 


been guilty of any negligence at all. 


That is unfortunately the law. 


*Lorp FABER said he took it that a | 


person who employed the public trustee 


The Consolidated Fund was | 
liable to make good all sums required | 
liability which the | 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR replied 
‘that under the Bill nothing would be 
charged beyond what was necessary for 
making the thing self-supporting. 
| 

*Lorp FABER said that if there was 
/only a small fee charged almost every- 
one would employ the public trustee and 
la very large Department would be 
‘created. People would be induced to 
take this course because they would have 
‘the advantage of being guaranteed by 
the Consolidated Fund. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 7 agreed to. 
Clauses 8, 9 and 10 agreed to. 


| Clause 11 :-— 
| Tue LORD CHANCELLOR moved to 
‘omit from Clause 11, which deals with 
‘the mode of action of the public trustee, 
'a proviso which declared that nothing 
in the Bill or in any rule made under it 
should confer on any person not other- 
wise entitled any right to appear before 
any Court on behalf of the public trustee 
or do any act which could otherwise only 
be lawfully done by a barrister or solicitor. 
He did not think it right that there 
should be special protection for barristers 
or solicitors or any other class or profes- 
| sion. The general law should apply, and 
he therefore proposed to omit the words 
| in question. 


| 


Amendment moved— 


| ‘In page 8, line 39, to leave out from the 
| word ‘provided to the word ‘solicitor’ on 
| page 9, line 5.”—( The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
| Clause 11, as amended, agreed to. 
| Clause 12 agreed to. 

! Clause 13 :— 


Tae LORD CHANCELLOR said his 
| Amendment to this clause was of a 
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technical character, and he did not think 
their Lordships would have any diffi- 
culty in accepting it. 


} coma “ry 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 9, line 35, after the word ‘ estate’ 
to insert as new sub-sections: (2) The Court 
may make the appointment of a person as 
juaicial trustee to act as executor or adminis- 
trator, with the will annexed, temporary, or 
subject to such conditions as to it may seem 
fit, and may sanction or direct the transfer of 
the estate to some other person for adminis- 
tration, and also the release of the person by 
whom such transfer is made. (3) Where ap: | 
plication is made to the Court for the appoint- 
ment of a judicial trustee, aud it appears to 
the Court that the gross value of the trust 
property is less than five hundred pounds, the 
Court shallappoint a judicial trustee, unless 
sufficient cause is shown to the contrary. (4) 
This section shall be read as one with the 
Judicial Trustees Act, 1896.”—(The Lord Chan- 
cellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 13, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 14 :— 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR said that 
unless the words in his Amendment were 
inserted there would be an absolute right 
to have the accounts of all trusts in- 
vestigated and audited. It was quite 
right that there should be this power, 
but it should be subject to Rules, for it 
would be absurd that money should be 
wasted where there was no necessity. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 9, line 36, to leave out the word 
‘unless’ and insert the words ‘subject to 
rules under this Act and unless.’ ”--(7he Lord 
Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 14, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 15:—. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE asked, with re- 
gard to Clause 15—which provides that 
the Lord Chancellor shall make rules 
under the Bill for, among other things, 
the establishment and regulation by the 
public trustee of any branch office—what 
was to be understood by the words 


{LORDS} 





“branch office.” Was there to be a 
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If so, that would become a serious ques- 
tion for the Treasury. 


Tae LORD CHANCELLOR said it 
was intended primarily to establish the 
public trustee in London. It was 
certainly not intended to set up branch 
offices all over the country; but there 
were officials connected with the High 
Court and the County Court in different 
parts of the country, and the idea was 
that the services of those already in the 
public service should be utilised. 


Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 15, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 16 :— 

Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


Clause 16, as amended, agreed to. 


Remaining clause agreed to, and Bill 
re-committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee ; and to be printed as amended. 
(No. 72.) 


YEOMANRY CAMP CANTEENS. 

Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE BROKE: 
My Lords, I rise to ask the noble Earl 
the Under-Secretary of State for War 
a Question with reference to the pro- 
hibition of the sale of spirits at Yeomanry 
camp canteens. It appears that a year 
ago an order came down from the War 
Office, about a month before the Yeo- 
manry training, to the effect that spirits 
were not to be sold in regimental canteens. 
This order was appealed against in such 
a manner that the War Office agreed 
not to proceed with the enforcement 
of it, and it was accordingly cancelled, 
these words being added “ without 
prejudice to action on the part of the 
War Office at any future time.” This 
year the following order was issued by 
the War Office to the Southern Command, 
dated March 26th— 

“It has been decided that the Imperial 
Yeomanry, who are subject to the Militia Act, 
1882, when out for training, should adhere to 
the provisions of Paragraph 12 of the Rules for 
the Management of Garrison and Regimental 
Institutes, which prohibit the sale of spirituous 
liquors of any kind in canteens.” 


This order has again been appealed 


network of branches all over the country ? | against. I do not know to what extent 


Lord Lorehburn. 
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the War Office has been memorialised | 
with regard to it ; 
by the regiment ‘to which I have the. 
honour to belong—the Warwickshire 
Yeomanry—a protest was sent the other 
day. The Warwickshire Yeomanry pro- 
tested against it on the ground that it 
would drive the men out of the camp 
into the towns. An extremely bureau- 
cratic, but not very consoling, reply 
was sent to the effect that the order 
would be insisted upon. 


Yeomanry 


I sincerely hope it is not the intention 


of the War Office to proceed with the | 


enforcement of this order. Perhaps the 
noble Earl will forgive me if I say that 
the War Office are dealing with men re- 
cruited from a class who have more 
leisure, who are accustomed to have more 
liberty 
money to spend than the class from 
which the Regular Army and the Miiitia 
are recruited. They are accustomed to 
taking spirits in their own homes when 
they think proper. 
that kind of latitude. If this order is 
cannot get spirits in their own canteens 
in camp, they will be driven into the 
towns, which is highly undesirable, or 
they will smuggle spirits into their tents, 
which wil tend to secret drinking at all 
hours—a proceeding which is highly 
prejudicial to discipline. It 
possible that the Yeomanry camp may 
be very far distant from the town. I 
know of one regiment in the Eastern 


May 1906} 


but I do know that | 
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sponsible for the messing of the Yeomanry 
have already made arrangements with 
contractors. If this order, therefore is 
insisted upon at the present moment, 


Camp Canteens. 


| it means that the whole of these contracts 


will have to be reopened and recast, 
which will cause a great deal of trouble 
and annoyance. Not only that. The 
profit from the sale of spirits in the 
canteens is much higher than that 
obtained from the sale of beer, and if 
the power to sell spirits in camp is 
withdrawn it will have a very bad effect 
on the contract. But that is not the 
principal reason why I am bringing this 
matter forward. TI hold that the tendency 
on the part of the War Office to be 
perpetually sending orders of this kind 


| to the Yeomanry produces unnecessary 


in their own homes and more | 


irritation, and will have the effect of 
preventing men belonging to the class we 
particularly desire to attract to the 
Yeomanry from joining that force. 


|I believe I am right in saying that as a 


is also | 


counties whose camp will be a long way | 
from any fully-licensed house, and the | 
men in that regiment will not be able to | 


get any spirits at all. 
to say that the effect of being cut off for 


They are men whose | 


station in life gives them a right to expect ‘camp, and that there has been complete 


| absence of crime. 


insisted upon, and if they find that they } nour to belong to the 


whole the Imperial Yeomanry have 
shown remarkable steadiness while in 


I have had the 
Yeomanry 


'for a great many years, and I have 


hardly known among the men—I will 


‘not say anything about the officers, 


a fortnight from being able to drink | 
whisky is in itself a hardship which we | 


are not prepared to face, but I do desire | 


most respectfully to protest against men 


grandmotherly way. It is really treating 
them like children and submitting them 
to petty annoyances which they did not 
contemplate on joining the force. I 
sincerely trust that it is not too late for 
the order to be rescinded this year. 


There is another very grave objection to | 


proceeding with the order. It has come | 
down at such a late hour that officers re- 


| Lordships’ House to-day. 


although their conduct has been most 
exemplary—any cases of excess what- 
ever. The men have proved themselves 
in every way fit to be trusted in this 
matter, and I sincerely hope we shall 
have a favourable reply from the noble 
Earl the Under-Secretary. 


*Tue Marquess or BATH: My Lords, 


icing | Defore the noble Earl the Under-Secretary 
Spina oor 8 | replies to the noble Lord who has just 


sat down, I should like to be permitted 
to sav a few words in support of the 
appeal which he has made. I regret 
the short notice which has been given 


in the Yeomanry being treated in this 'of this question, but I recognise “that 


that was absolutely unavoidable. © I 
believe I am the only commanding 
officer of Yeomanry present in your 
I cannot for 


| the life of me make out the object of this 


| order. 


It has clearly been put forward 


| by someone who does not know the 


Yeomanry ; and, if I may venture to say 
| so, if orders like these are going to be 
| issued where does the responsibility of 
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the commanding officer come in ? 
should have thought that if there was | 
one thing in regard to which you could | 
trust the commanding officer it was the | 
management of his camp in matters of | 
this kind. 


My noble friend, in the statement he has 
made, alluded to the conduct of the men | 
and other matters, in reference to which I 
thoroughly concur. I have had myself 
very nearly twenty-five years experience 
of the Yeomanry. I saw them under the | 
old conditions, when they went into the 
towns, and I have seen them of late in 
camps, and no one who has had that 
experience can fail to bear me out when I | 
say that the difference in the regiments is 
most extraordinary. I can fully endorse 
what my noble friend has said as to their | 
conduct. I have never known, since 
we have been in camp, of a single case 
of drunkenness in the regiment to which 
I belong, and I believe that is the case 
generally. I cannot believe this order 
has been issued with the idea of prevent- 
ing drunkenness, because, if so, it really 
defeats its own object. As my noble 
friend has pointed out, if these men, who 
are accustomed to drinking spirituous 
liquors at home, cannot get them in the 
canteen they will go into the town, or 
there will, I am afraid, be a certain 
amount of secret drinking in the camps. 
Both alternatives are to be deplored. 


Yeomanry 


I may further say that I have made 
inquiries from other commanding officers 
of Yeomanry, and they are all agreed in 
deprecating thisorder. Weare, I believe, 
absolutely unanimous in this matter, and 
although we are, perhaps, weakly repre- 
sented on this occasion in your Lord- 
ships’ House, I do earnestly trust that 
the noble Earl, in the answer which he 
will give, will be able to assure us that 
this order will be reconsidered with a view 
to its withdrawal. 


THE Duke or MARLBOROUGH: 
My Lords, I should like to associate 
myself with the words which have fallen 


from Lord Willoughby de Broke and ' 


from the noble Marquess. After a good 
many years service in the Yeomanry I 
can thoroughly endorse every word 
which they have said. Speaking for the 
Yeomen themselves, I cannot conceive 
of any act on the part of the War Office 


The Marquess of Bath. 
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which could have been more carefully 
designed than this order to diminish in 
their own eyes their self-respect. I am 
sure the noble Earl the Under-Secretary 
must appreciate the fact that the men 


‘amp Canteens, 


' who join the Yeomanry can be favourably 


compared, from a social point of view, 


| with the men who join the Volunteers, 
|Why should these men, who are self- 


respecting and whose private lives are 
quite exemplary, be treated like a lot of 
children during camp? Why should you 
insinuate that you think they are not 
sufficiently trustworthy to decide how 
much liquor they should take ? 


There is one other point in connection 


‘with this to which I should like to draw 


the noble Earl’s attention. When the 
contract for feeding the Yeomanry is 
entered into the contractor takes into 
account the profit he will get from 


the canteen, and consequently in 
proportion as the profits are high 
the men are fed cheaply. The prices 


charged in the canteens are not higher 
than those which obtain in public houses 
in the neighbourhood. If you take away 
from the contractor the right of making 
a profit on those liquors in the canteens, 
he will naturally charge the men higher 
prices for their food during the training, 
and the profits which might have been 
retained in the regiment will be dis- 
tributed among the public houses in the 
district. For the sake of the internal 
economy of the regiment I would suggest 
to the noble Earl the Under-Secretary 


‘that it would be preferable to allow the 


old arrangement to continue than to 
insist on this new order. 


For the last four or five years we have 
been told by the War Office that the 
Yeomanry was a force which they looked 
upon with respect and consideration, 
and which they regarded as a very 


valuable adjunct to the Regular force. 


I presume that those views are still held 
by the War Office to-day. I should very 
much like to hear from the noble Earl 
whether the authorities still entertain 
the same feelings of regard for the effi- 
ciency and the military bearing of those 
who belong to the Yeomanry force. If 
those views, which are held by Lord 
Robe.ts, General Buller, Lord Kitchener, 
and Sir Ian Hamilton, are still held in 


the War Office, then surely you ought to 











TS, 
| f- 


are 


ou 
10¢ 
OW 





, 
Yeoma nur'y 


937 


do all in your power to maintain the 
high character of this force. As to this 
order, I contend that it will do more to 
deplete the ranks of Yeomanry regiments 
than any other order which has been 
issued by the War Office for many years 
past. 


*THe UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of Ports- 
yvouta): My Lords, the Question raised 
by the noble Lord is doubtless an im- 
portant one, but I can assure the House 
that the Army Councilhave been fully alive 
toits importance, and have most carefully 
considered the question in all its aspects. 
The Imperial Yeomanry when out for 
training are subject to the provisions of 
the Militia Act, and therefore subject, 
like the Regular Army and Militia, to 
military law. The Army Council have 
therefore decided that the Imperial 
Yeomanry must be subject, generally. 
to the same rules and regulations as the 
Regulars and Militia. In virtue of this 
decision the Imperial Yeomanry are 
subject to the Rules for Management of 
(Garrison and Regimental Institutes, par- 
agraph 12 of which lays down that— 

“At home stations the sale of spirituous 
liquors of any description is prohibited, but at 
stations abroad commanding officers will use 
their discretion in this respect.” 


At the same time the Army Council 
recognise that the Imperial Yeomanry, 
from the nature of their organisation and 
composition, may deserve special treat- 
ment in this matter, and, therefore, while 
insisting that they must be generally 
amenable to military discipline in this as 
in other respects, the Council have no 
objection to contractors who cater for 
the regiments of Imperial Yeomanry 
supplying with the mid-day meal such 
class of drink as the Yeomen desire, pro- 
vided the sanction of the general officer 
commanding-in-chief is obtained. This 
is the only relaxation of the general 
principle the Army Council feel prepared 
to admit. 


*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, the Answer of the noble Earl 
who has just spoken on behalf of His 
Majesty’s Government seems to me to 
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which was miade by the noble Lord on 
the Cross Benches in the course of his 
extremely temperate and well-reasoned 
speech. [understand that the War Office 
has issued this prohibition on the 
ground that while the Yeomanry are 
out for training they are subject to 
military law, and that for that reason 
they must be subject, not only to military 
law in the general sense, but to every 
detailed rule and regulation which may 
be issued by the military authorities 
inregard to the Regular Army. I 
must say that that seems to me to be 
rather a hide-bound manner of regarding 
the problem, because, as the noble 
Lord pointed out with so much truth, 
these Yeomen are drawn from a different 
social class from that which fills the 
ranks of other portions of the Army. 
As the noble Lord the Under-Secretary 
told us just now, they are differen!l, 
organised. They have more leisure. 
They presumably have more loose cash 
in their pockets, and also, I think it is 
fair to point out, as has been pointed 
out by my noble friend Lord Bath, that 
they have an absolutely unblemished 
record for steadiness and good conduct 
when out for their annual training. 
Surely that was a reason for brushing 
on one side the argument that because 
a certain kind of regulation was good 
for ordinary regimental institutes, ther 
fore it was also good for the Yeomanry 
when out for training in camp. I was 
glad to notice, towards the conclusion 
of the Under-Secretary’s speech, that 
the Army Council have shown some 
signs of a desire to relent. I gathered 
from the noble Earl that at meals, at all 
events—— 


Camp Canteens. 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
Only at one meal, the mid-day meal. 


*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
At one meal in the day these gallant 
soldiers are to be allowed a modicum 


of these beverages. I hope that 
on reflection the military authorities 
will see that this is a matter 


in which the officers commanding Yeo- 
manry regiments can really be trusted. 
I should like, before sitting down, to 


meet very indifferently the strong case | ask the noble Earl a specific Question 
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—namely, whether before this regula- 
tion was issued, the War Office took 
into their confidence and consulted the 
colonels of Yeomanry regiments. 


Tue Eart ofr DENBIGH: My Lords, 
I should like, as commanding officer of a 
regiment, to associate myself with what 
has fallen from the noble Lord on the 
Cross Benches. I regard this as a most 
irritating and unnecessary order, and 
with all respect to the great authority 
of the Army Council, I fail to understand 
the attitude which has been taken up. 
It seems to be presumed that every- 
body who wears His Majesty’s uniform 
is cast in one mould, and that no possible 
relaxations are to be made in respect 
of any particular corps. The great 
object, I believe, nowadays is to induce 
men of education and standing to serve 
His Majesty, whether in the Auxiliary 
or Regular Forces, but if you are going 
to treat these men like children in this 
irritating way, you will be doing every- 
thing you possibly can to make their 
camps disagreeable, and to drive them 
out of the force. I do think that 
commanding officers should be treated 
with a little more confidence and 
given a little more discretion. The 
noble Earl, the Under-Secretary, stated 
that whilst spirituous liquors are not to 
be allowed at home, commanding officers 
abroad may supply them at discretion. 
Why are commanding officers abroad 
to be allowed to use their discretion 
whilst it is denied to commanding 
officers at home? Speaking for my 
own corps, the men in the ranks are 
practically of the same class as my 
officers. By a regulation of the regi- 
ment, all my officers go through the 
ranks. I have a great many men in 
the ranks who will eventually be officers, 
and all I can say is that if I had men 
who could not be trusted in the same 
camp with a bottle of whisky, they 
would not remain long in the corps. 


Viscount RIDLEY: My Lords, as 


one who has been mess president of a! 


regiment, I suppose I ought to express 
my gratitude to the noble Earl the Under- 
Secretary for the concession which the 
Army Council have been pleased to 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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| make, but their action only shows their 
utter and complete ignorance in regard 
to this question. This concession only 
adds insult to injury. The noble Earl 
picked out a regulation which mentions 
home stations and regimental institutes, 
and he would have us believe that a 
Yeomanry training camp is to be com- 
pared with a home station or a regi- 
mental institute. It is a totally different 
thing. These troopers who go out for a 
fortnight, very often at great incon- 
venience to themselves, are men of 
standing. I have had doctors serving in 
my squadron as well as men who kept 
their own servants at home, and pros- 
perous farmers. Are these men who 
come out for a fortnight in the year to 
have applied to them conditions which 
govern home stations or regimental 
institutes ? 


We are told that the Army Council, 
after careful consideration, have come 
to the conclusion to make a very gracious 
concession. The tired Yeoman is to be 
allowed to have a little whisky with his 
mid-day meal. What does this mean ? 
The Yeoman drills hard all the morning, 
he comes back and has his midday meal, 
and it is a thousand to one he has to go 
to the stables after. The time at which 
he wants refreshment is long after the 
mid-day meal. What possible pretext 
or justification does the War Office allege 
for this treatment of the Yeomanry / 
I noticed the other day that the Secre- 
tory of State for War was asked in the 
other House whether any complaints had 
reached the War Office as regards the 
conduct of the Yeomanry during camp, 
and the Secretary of State answered that 
no such complaints had reached him. 
What possible reason is there for this 
alteration in the whole system of the 
Yeomanry ? 


All Parties in politics were disposed, 
when the Secretary of State said he 
wanted time to consider the question of 
Army reform, to give him that time. 
Are we to regard this abortive rule as 
the first product of the mind of the Secre- 
tary of State when working out his Army 
scheme ? If that is the kind of rule and 
regulation which is going to begin the 
reform of the Army, then all I can say is 
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I certainly hope His Maiesty’s Govern- 
ment will not go any further. [I still ven- 
ture to hope, notwithstanding the extreme 
ignorance which this rule shows of all 
the conditions governing the Yeomanry, 
that the War Office have learned from 
commanding officers something about 
the circumstances of that force, and will 
reconsider their determination to persist 
in this order. 


Yeomanry 


*THe LORD PRIVY SEAL (The Mar- 
guess of Ripon): My Lords, the noble 
Viscount who has just sat down seems to 
think that it is a very extraordinary thing 
that the Army Council should desire to 
apply to the Yeomanry the same rules 
which apply to the Militia and the Regu- 
lar Army. I confess I cannot see any- 
thing extraordinary in that at all. It 
seems to me that it is very desirable 
that the same rule should apply to all 
portions of His Majesty’s Forces, and 
the notion which seems largely to occupy 
the minds of some of those who have ad- 
dressed us this evening that there is any 
intention to make any kind of reflection 
upon the Yeomanry by applying to them 
the same rules which are applied to the 
Regular Army and to the Militia is an 
entirely erroneous one. I do not under- 
stand how it could have arisen. 


The noble Lord who has just sat down 
and others have said that the Secretary 
of State in another place recognised the 
good conduct of the Yeomanry. No 
doubt he did. But nobody is complain- 
ing of the conduct of the Yeomanry. 
These proposals are not made because the 
Yeomanry have shown themselves un- 
worthy of confidence. They are made 
upon general principles connected with 
the military forces at large, and it seems 
to me to be most unjust and unwise that 
noble Lords should attempt to make out 
that the Army Council are treating the 
Yeomanry with any want of considera- 
tion or respect, or in any way implying 
that their conduct is deserving of repro- 
bation. 


The case is absolutely simple and plain. 
The Army Council think it desirable that 
regulations of this kind should be applied 
in a uniform manner to all His Majesty’s 
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forces, and it is upon that ground that 
they have issued the order of which 
complaint is now made. The noble Duke 
the Duke of Marlborough, who I do not 
see now in his place, concluded his 
speech, if I understood him rightly, by the 
most extraordinary assertionthat I have 
heard for along time. The noble Duke 
indicated that this step had been taken 
by the Army Council and by His Majesty’s 
Government for the purpose of reducing 
the strength of the Yeomanry. That 
really goes a little beyond what is fair 
argument. All I can say is that I believe 
the Army Council to be right in applying 
these rules generally, and I repudiate 
with all the strength I can any assertion 
that they are intended in any way to 
imply want of confidence in, or want of 
regard for, the Yeomanry force. 


Camp Canteens. 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE BROKE: 
My Lords, if I may be permitted to speak 
again, I should like to tell the noble 
Lord that I do not think his reply to my 
Question at all satisfactory, from the 
point of view of the Yeomanry. If he 
will take some means of testing the 
opinion of the Yeomanry he will find that 
the action of the War Office is exceedingly 
distasteful to all ranks. We shall take an 
early opportunity of again raising the 
question, and shall consider, in the 
meantime, what we can do to get the 
Army Council to alter this decision. 


Tae Marquess or LANSDOWNE 
Will the noble Earl answer the Question 
I put to him—namely, were Yeomanry 
colonels consulted before this regulation 
was introduced ? 


*THE Eart or PORTSMOUTH: The 
Question asked by Lord Willoughby de 
Broke only appeared on the Paper on 
Saturday, and I have not had much time 
to inquire into the matter. If the noble 
Marquess will put his Question down I 
shall be perfectly prepared to give him 
a full and omplete Answer. 


House adjourned at five minutes 
before Six o’clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 
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The House met at a quarter before | 


Three of the Clock. 
| 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SpeakER laid upon the Table | 


Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :—Preston, Chorley, and 
Horwich Tramways Bill [Lords]; Sheffield 
District Railway Bill [Lords]; South 
Lancashire ‘Tramways (Extension of 
Time) Bill { Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bills, referred on 

the First Reading thereof, no Standing 

Orders are applicable, viz. :—-Local 

Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) 

Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 

visional Orders (No. 1) Bill. 


Ciikennd Hhet tie Mile to weed «| 


second time To-morrow. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL (SrAND- 


ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 


COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SpeaKER laid upon the Table 


Report from one of the Examiners of. 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 


case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. :—Local Govern- 


ment Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill. | 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second | 


time To-morrow 


H. R. Baines and Company Bill [Lords]; | 


Vauclain’s Patent Bill [Lords]. Read the 
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‘and to be printed. 
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third time, and passed, without Amend- 
ment. 


London County Council (Money) Bill. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. 
VISIONAL ORDERS (NO. 2) BILL. 


“To confirm certain Provisional 


Orders of the Local Government Board 
for Treland relating to Birr, Dungarvan, 


Londonderry, Trim, and Tuam (Rural),” 
presented by Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland ; supported by Mr. Bryce ; read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 193.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. 
VISIONAL ORDERS (NO. 3) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board for 
Ireland relating to Dublin and Armagh,” 
presented by Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland ; supported by Mr. Bryce; read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 


[Bill 194.] 
SHREWSBURY — WATER 
I 


Ordered [April 10th], that the Shrews- 
bury Corporation Water Bill be committed, 
read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn.— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 


HEACHAM WATER BILL. 

Ordered[ March 21st], that the Heacham 
Water Bill be committed, read, and dis- 
charged. Bill withdrawn.—(Vr. Cald- 
well.) 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to incorporate the Penllwyn 
Railway Company ; and for other pur- 
poses.” [Penllwyn Railway and Road 
Bill [Lords. ] 
PENLLWYN RAILWAY AND ROAD 

BILL [Lorps]}. 


Read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


~_—_—— 


PETITIONS. 
COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


Petitions in favour; From Altofts 
(Nos. 1 and 2) ; Elsecar ; Haigh ; Manvers 
i 





Se OL, tees teehee ts hee OS eed a ck 





ial 
rd 


in, 
for 
ad 
he 
lls, 


.()- 


ers 
for 


for 
ad 
the 
lls, 


Ws- 
ed, 


am 
(lis- 
ald- 


led, 
yyn 
pur- 
‘oad 


the 
lls. 


tofts 
vers 





945 Returns, {7 May 1906} Reports, ce. 946 


Main ; Newland Normanton ; Wharncliffe | Shilton and Anstey ; Sibertswold (two) ; 
Silkstone ; and, Woodthorpe Collieries ; | Sissimghurst ; Slaley ; Snodland (two) ; 
to lie upon the Table. | Staunton ; Stepney; Stoke Prior ; Stour- 

bridge; Suckley ; Tardebigge; Teston 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) | (two) ; Tynemouth ; Upper Arley ; Upton 


BILL. | Snodsbury ; Wallsend (four); Walton 

Petitions from Sarum St. Edmund, | Dale; Wappenbury with Eathorpe ; 

against ; to lie upon the Table. | Warmington; Warwick; Wealdstone ; 
f=) ) pe 5 ’ ’ 


| Welland; Wing (two); Witney; Wol- 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) | ford; Wollaston; Wolston; Wolvey ; 

BILL (RELIGIOUS TEACHING. ) | Woolston, Brandon, and Bretford ; and, 

Petitions against alteration of Law ;| Worcester ; to lie upon the Table. 

From Alcester, Alderminster ; Alfrick ; 
Allesley ; Alnmouth; Areley Kings ;| EDUCATION OF DEFECTIVE CHILDREN 
Aston Cantlow; Aston Magna; Ather- | (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
stone ; Aylesford (two) ; Barston ; Barton | Petition from Old Monkland, in favour ; 
on the Heath; Bedworth; Beltingham | to lie upon the Table. 
with Henshaw; Benwell; Berkswell ; 
Bidford ; Bilton ; Binley ; Birling (two) ;| SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Birmingham; Bishampton; Bishop's) petition from the Roval Burghs of 
Tachbrook ; Blackheath; Blyth and Scotland, in favour; to lie upon the 
Horton; Bolton; Brabourne ; Brandsby | Table. 
cum  Stearsby; Bredbury — (two); 
Brinklow ; Burmington ; Butters VACCINATION ACTS. 
Marston; Bywell; Cambois ; Chadkirk 
(two); Charing; Charlecote ; Chelsea ; 
Chequerbent ; Churchill ; Church Hulme ; 
Church Lawford with King’s Newnham ; es 
Claines;  Cotheridge; ~~ Cramlington ; 
Cubbington ; Deptford ; | Dodderhill ; RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Dunchurch ; Eckington ; Ellesmere Port ; 
Evesham; Eckenham; Finstall; Fid- So 
dington ; Foleshill ; Folkestone ; Frimley EDUCATION (IRELAND). 
(two) ; Gabalfa (two) ; Great Comberton ; 


Halesowen; Halford; Hammersmith ; 4 5 ae e ee : 
Harley Wood (two);  Harrietsham ; the Commissioners of Education in Ire- 


Hatton; Heddon on the Wall; Herne; | land for the i [by Command); 
Herne Bay; Hindlip; Hulton; Hus- © lie upon the Table. 
thwaite ; Idlicote; Kenilworth; Kidder- ROYAL COLLEGE OF SCIENCE 
minster ; Kilvey (two) ; Kineton ; Kington’ “(ngpARTMENTAL COMMITTEE). _ 
and Dormston; Kirk Whelpington ; | <a Wiel Went of thie 
Knightwick and Doddenham; Little ,, CP presented, of Final Report ag 
Chart; Little Lever (two); Llandaff Departmental Committee on the Royal 
ae P 1 | College of Science (including the Royal 
(two); Long Itchington ; Lucker, Brad- | Sel 2 t Mieed. Val, 1. ie 
ford, and Adderstone ; Lulsley ; Malvern Evide 7 — te TL ¢ “XU ss d 
(three) ; Malvern Link ; Marton Mawgan | 7 4 ~ ik i = se aor i; ees a 
(two); Meriden; Midsomer Norton | ndex [by Command]; to lie upon the 
(two); Meluron; Moor Monkton (two) ; Table. 
Myddle; Newbold on Stour; Newbold. MILITARY PRISONS 
Pacey and Asherne ; Newburn; Nether- | iecmiienece wy nalts 
ton; Newcastle-on-tyne (fifteen) ; Nine- | Copy presented, of Report on the 
banks; Normanton (two); North Discipline and Management of Military 
Gosforth; North Shields (two); Old-| Prisons in 1905 [by Command]; to lic 
berrow cum Norton Bagot and Spernall ; | Upon the Table. 
Old Milverton and Guys Cliffe ; Overbury ; es 
Pedmore ; Preston Bagot ; Rainbow Hill ; NATAL. 
Rashcliffe ; Ratley ; Redditch ; Romsley ;} Copy presented, of Correspondence 
Rowington ; Rasholme; St. lves (two) ;| relating to the Native Disturbances in 
St. Paul in the Blockhouse; Salwarpe;| Natal [by Command]; to lic upon the 
Shelsley Beauchamp; Shelsley Walsh ; | Table. 


VOL. CLVI. [FourtH Series. | 2 L 


Petition from Sandwich, for repeal ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Annual Report of 
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TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3573 to 3578 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) 
REPORTS). 

Copy presented, of General Report by 

the Chief Inspector of the Northern 

Division of Scotland for the year 1905 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


(GENERAL 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889 
(ORDINANCE). 

Copy presented, of University Court 
Ordinance No. XIV. (Edinburgh, No. 4) 
(Institution of Degrees in Veterinary 
Medicine and Surgery and _ relative 
Regulations) [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 158. } 


INTERNATIONAL AGRICULTURAL 
INSTITUTE. 

Copy presented, of Correspondence 
relative to the establishment of an Inter- 
national Agricultural Institute, with the 
Report of the British Delegates, and the 
Minutes of Proceedings at the Inter- 
national Conference on Agriculture at 
Rome [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 
FISHERIES (DEPARTMENTAL COM- 
MITTEE). 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Departmental Committee appointed by 
the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries 
to inquire into and Report whether Pre- 
ferential Treatment is given by the Rail- 
way Companies in Great Britain to 
Foreign and Colonial as conspared with 
Home, farm, dairy, and market garden 
produce, with Minutes of Evidence, 
Appendices, and Index [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION 
1876. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 


ACTS, 1858 AND 


dated May Ist, 1906, declaring British | 


Central Africa, the East Africa Pro- 
tectorate, Northern Nigeria, the Somali- 
land Protectorate, Southern Nigeria, and 
Uganda to be unhealthy places within 
the meaning of The Superannuation Act, 


1876 [by Act], to lie upon the Table. 
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SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated May Ist, 1906, granting to Mr, 
William Pearson, Staff Clerk, War Office, 
a Retired Allowance under the Act [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING STATISTICS, 1905. 
Copy presented, of Statistics as to the 
operation and administration of the Laws 
relating to the Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors for the year 1905 [by Command} 
to lie upon the Table. 


I 


PUBLIC RECORDS. 

Copy presented, of Sixty-seventh 
Annual Report of the Deputy Keeper of 
the Public Records [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS 


DUKHAM). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
County Council of Durham, altering 
certain Polling Districts in the Chester- 
le-Street Parliamentary division of the 
county [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 

Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk 
of the House :— 


(COUNTY OF 


LUNACY. 

Copy of Report to the Lord Chan- 
cellor of the number of visits made, the 
number of Patients seen, and the number 
of miles travelled by the Visitors of 
Lunatics between October, Ist, 1905, and 
March 31st, 1906 [by Act]. 


EAST INDIA (FINANCIALSTATEMENT). 

Address for “Return of the Indian 
Financial Statement for 1906-7, and of 
the Proceedings of the Legislative Council 
of the Governor-General thereon.” —(Sir 
Henry Fowler.) 


IRISH LAND ACT, 1903 (INVESTMENT OF 
FUNDS). 

Copy ordered, “of Statement issued 
by a special Committee of the Dublin 
Stock Exchange with reference to the In- 
vestment of Funds under the control of 
the Supreme Court.”—(Sir William Bull.) 


ULTIMUS HERES (SCOTLAND) (AC- 
COUNT AND LIST OF ESTATES). 
Return ordered, ‘of Abstract Account 
of the receipts and payments of the 
King’s and Lord Treasurer’s Remem- 
brancer in Scotland, in the year ended 
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Questions. 


December 31st, 1905, in the Administra- 
tion of Estates and Treasure Trove on 
behalf of the Crown.” 


“ And, of Alphabetical List of Estates 
which fell to the Crown as Ultimus 
Heres in Scotland, administered by the 
King’s and Lord Treasurer’s Remembran- 
cer, in the same year.”—(Mr, McKenna.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Armament of the “ County Class ” Cruisers. 

Mr. NIELD (Middlesex, Ealing): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether, in view of the superior arma- 
ment of contemporary cruisers of other 
Powers, and of the failure of six-inch 
gun fire to effect any material damage in 
the battle of the Sea of Japan, it is 
intended to strengthen the armament of 
the ten cruisers of the county class. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
In view of the cost involved it is not 
proposed to make any change at the 
present time. 


Farriers and the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Act. 

Mr. STUART-WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether it has 
been brought to his notice that the limit 
requiring five persons to be employed in 
order to obtain the benefits of the Work- 
men’s Compensation Bill will have the 
effect of excluding large numbers of 
persons following the occupation of 
farriers; and whether he proposes to 
modify the Bill for the purpose of 
meeting this particular case. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
Yes, Sir; I have received communica- 
tions to this effect. It appears to me 
that farriers would, save in very ex- 
ceptional cases, be included in the Bill as 
drawn ; but the point is now under my 
consideration. 


Speeches of the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN § (Birming- 
ham, W.): To ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies has 
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officially cabled to South Africa a report 
or summary of a speech delivered in the 
House of Commons by the Under- 
Secretary of State; if so, to what 
Colonies or persons the message has been 
sent, and with what instructions as to 
publication or otherwise; whether he 
will lay upon the Table such report or 
summary, with a copy of any despatch 
accompanying the same; and also 
whether there is any, and, if so, what 
precedent for any official communication 
at the public expense of any similar 
report or summary. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) Full 
summaries of the speeches delivered by 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies in the House of Commons on 
April 2nd and 5th were cabled to the 
Governor of Natal and the High Com- 
missioner, respectively, with instructions 
to make them public through the South 
African newspapers or other channels. 
I do not think it necessary to lay the 
summaries upon the Table of the House ; 
but I shall be glad to forward the right 
hon. Gentleman copies if he desires 
them. The most exact precedent for 
making such communication of speeches 
at the public expense occurred on June 
27th, 1899, when a summary with long 
extracts of a speech delivered at 
3irmingham by the then Secretary of 
State for the Colonies was telegraphed to 
the Governor of the Cape on the ground 
that a verbatim report was not likely to 
reach Lord Milner, and a direction was 
added that publication of the summary 
was left to his discretion. The summary 


'was communicated by Lord Milner to 


the leading Capetown papers. 


The Pending Imperial Colonial 
Conference. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : To ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he will lay upon the Table the 
Correspondence that has taken place with 
the Colonial Governments with regard to 
the meeting of the next Imperial Con- 
ference in 1907, including the replies of 
the Colonial Government to the invita- 


| tion addressed to them by His Majesty’s 


Government. 


(Answered by Mr. Chuerhiil.) 1 shall 
be glad to lay the correspondence upon 
the Table at the request of the right hon. 
Gentleman. 


2L 2 
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Enteric Fever at Darenth Asylum, Kent. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington) : To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether his attention has 
heen called to the successive outbreaks 
of enteric fever during the past two 
years at the Metropolitan Imbecile 
Asylum at Darenth, Kent, traceable to 
broken drains and to the fact that the 
drains of this asylum are used to irrigate 
portions of the enclosure, and that the 
contents finally disappear into the chalk 
upon which the asylum stands; and, 
seeing that this enclosure is within five 
furlongs from the Darenth pumping- 
station of the Metropolitan Water Board, 
and at a higher level, will he state what 
steps he proposes to take. § 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) Tam 
aware that there have been occurrences 
of enteric fever at the asylum during the 
past two years, and that the first of them 
was supposed to be due to a defect in the 
drainage. It is the case that the 
drainage of the asylum is disposed of by 
irrigation on the asylum farm, but I 
understand that the land is at a consider- 
able distance from the Darenth well, and 
that the local conditions are such that 
there would appear to be no risk of the 
well becoming polluted from anything 
that may happen at the asylum. I will, 
however, communicate further with the 
Metropolitan Water Board on_ the 
subject. 


Illiterate Voters. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): To ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he proposes to publish 
the number of illiterate persons who 
voted at the last General Election. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
I beg to reply to this Question on behalf 
of my right hon. friend. If the hon. 
Member will move for a Return similar 
to that given in 1896 there will be no 
objection to granting it. 


.Vaccination Exemption Certificate at 
xford. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL (Sunderland) : 
To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board as to whether his 
attention has been called to the difficulty 
of obtaining certificates of exemption 
from vaccination in the Oxford City 
Court ; and, if so, whether he intends to 
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issue an instruction in regard to the 
same. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladlstone.} 
I beg to reply to this Question on behalf 
of my right hon. friend. My attention 
has not been called to any such cases at 
Oxford, and I have no authority to give 
instructions to the justices. <A circular 
is, however, about to be issued setting 
out what, I am advised, is the intention 
of the law respecting the grant of 
certificates of exemption. 


Education—Distinction between Pauper 
and Non-pauper Children. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL: To ask the 
President of the Board of Education 
whether he contemplates taking any steps 
for abolishing the distinction which is 
now made between pauper and non-pauper 
children in the matter of the payment of 
fees or other expenses at public elementary 
schools or at certified special schools. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 1 am not 
aware that the distinctions referred to, 
which are in effect nothing more than an 
adjustment of payments between Poor 
Law authorities and education authorities, 
effect in any way the children concerned. 
And I therefore, as at present advised, 
see no reason for interfering with existing 
practice in this regard. 


Education Bill and Residentiary Training 
Colleges. 

Mr. MOND (Chester): To ask the 
President of the Board of Education 
whether he can state if Part IIL. of 
the new Education Bill (Educational 
Endowments) includes amongst — such 
educational endowments the residentiary 
training colleges of England 


(Answered by Mr, Birrell.) The detini- 
tions applicable to Part IL. of the 
Education Bill would certainly include 
any training college, which in its legal 
aspect is an educational endowment. 


Educational Expenditure. 

Sirk GEORGE DOUGHTY (Great 
Grimsby): To ask the President of the 
Board of Education what was the total 
cost of education in England and Wales 
in 1901-2 under the school board ; what 
proportion was borne by the Imperial 
Exchequer and what proportion by the 
ratepayers ; what was the total cost in 
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1903-4, 1904-5, and 1905-6; what 
proportion came from the Imperial Ex- 
chequer and what proportion from the 
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ratepayers ; what was the total on capital | 


account for school buildings and loans ; 


and what was paid for interest and sinking | 
find, or redemption of loans, in each of | 


‘hose years. 


(Answered by Mr, Birrell.) It is ex- | 
wemely difficult at present to arrive at | 
figures which are even approximately | 
accurate, in regard to the later years, 
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(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) The 
‘total quantity of coal produced in the 
United Kingdom in 1905 was 236,128,936 
tons. The total quantity exported, i 
cluding the estimated coal equivalent of 
the exports of coke and patent fuel was 
49,764,500 tons, or, if coal used for 
\bunkering steamers engaged in the 
| Foreign tradebe included, 67, 160, 646 tons. 
|The proportion of exports to production 
| accordingly amounted to 271'1 per cent., 
or 28-4 per cent., according as bunker 
| coal is excluded or included. 


(Juestions. 


named in the hon. Member’s Question, but | | 


| am having calculations made, and if he 


will put down his Question again for | 
Wednesday next I shall hope by then to | 
have approximate estimates, which may | 
serve his purpose, based upon various | 


figures supplied by local authorities. 


Petitions to hig! Council and the 
c 


Endowed Schools Act. 

Mr. HERBERT (Buckinghamshire, 
Wycombe): To ask the President of the 
Board of Education how many petitions 
have been presented to the 
Committee of the Privy Council against 
schemes under the Endowed Schools Acts 
framed by the Endowed Schools Commis- 
sioners, or the Charity Commissioners, 
or the Board of Education, as_ their 
successors ; and in how many cases such 
petitions succeeded in obtaining an 
alteration of such schemes. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The number | 


of petitions is thirty, of which one was 
not in order and two were withdrawn. 
In the remaining twenty-seven cases 
twenty-one schemes were allowed to 
proceed and six were remitted. The 
last petition presented and not withdrawn 
was dealt with in April, 1894. The last 
case in which the scheme was remitted 
was in February, 1890. No 
framed by the Board of Education in the 
exercise of their powers under 
Endowed Schools Acts, has 
subject of an appeal to the Judicial 
Committee. 


Production of Coal in the United Kingdom. 

Mr. HICKS BEACH (Gloucestershire, 
Tewkesbury): To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade what was the total 
quantity of coal produced in the United 
Kingdom in the year 1905, and what 
percentage the amount exported bore to 
the total produced. 


Judicial | 


these matters under the county, 


scheme | 


the | 
been the | 


| Gloucestershire Sewer Commissioners. 
Mr. RENDALL — (Gloucestershire, 
Thornbury): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he is aware that on April 19th, 1858, Her 
late Majesty issued a Commission of 
Sewers for the lower level of the county 
of Gloucester, and thereby appointed 150 
Commissioners ; that these Commissioners 
are appointed by the Crown Office of the 
House of Lords, under a writ of dedimus 
potestatem, pursuant to 23 Henry VIII, 
cap. 5; that these Commissioners have 
power to levy rates in regard to the River 
Severn, etc., without the permission or 
control of the ratepayers effected, although 
'such ratepayers are required to pay such 
rates which such Commissioners may 
levy ; that such Commissioners do not 
/and are not required by law to publish 
any balance-sheet of moneys received and 
/expended ; and whether he will take 
steps to get rid of this unrepresentative 
authority, and to place the control of 
district 


or parish council concerned. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
The Commission of Sewers for the lower 
level of the county of Gloucester was 
issued and the Commissioners are 
appointed as stated in the Question. 
They have power to levy rates on the 
lands benefited by their works, without 
the consent of the persons effected, but 
'a right of appeal to quarter sessions 
against the rate is given by Section 47 of 
The Land Drainage Act, 1861, and in 
certain cases it is provided, by. Sections 
29-31 of the same Act, that the pro- 
| prietors of one-half of the area of the land 
within which it is proposed to levy a rate 
‘can veto the expenditure which the rate 
is intended to meet. Returns of their 
‘receipts and expenditure are made under 
ithe Local Taxations Returns Act, and 
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abstiacts of them are annually presented 
to Parliament, but their accounts are not 
otherwise published. The powers of such 
commissions can be transferred to county 
councils by Provisional Orders made 
under Section 10 of The Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1888, or an elective drainage 
board can be created, under Part II. of 
The Land Drainage Act, 1861, to take over 
the drainage of the whole or any part of 
their district ; but the consent of the Com- 
missioners themselves appears to be re- 
quired before either course can be adopted. 
| am consulting the Board of Agriculture 
and the Local Government Board as to 
whether it is desirable to make any altera- 
tion in the powers and duties of ‘these 
bodies. 


Questions. 


Direct and Indirect Taxation. 


Mr. HICKS BEACH: To ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer what pro- 
portions will be contributed to the 
estimated revenue of 1906-7 by direct 
and indirect taxation respectively, as 
compared with the actual proportions 
contributed in the years 1904-5 and 
1905-6. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith): The 
proportions of tax revenue (excluding 
coal export duty, but including local 
taxation revenue) derived from direct 
and indirect taxes respectively, are as 
follows :— 








Year. Direct. Indirect. 
1904-5 - + -| 495 50°5 
1905-6 (approximate) 50-4 — 49°6 
1906-7 (estimated) - | 510 «49-0 





Receipts from the Coal Duty. 

Mr. HICKS BEACH: To ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer what were 
the net receipts from the Coal Duty in 
the year 1905-6. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.): The net 
receipts from the duty on the export of 
coal, coke, and patent fuel in the financial 
year 1905-6 were £2,183,973, 
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(Questions. 


Railway and Harbour Construction at 
Vizagapatam. 

Mr, REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the recent sanction accorded for 
the construction of the Raipur-Vizaga- 
patam Railway is to be accompanied by 
the construction of a harbour at the port 
of Vizagapatam. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.): 
The scheme recently sanctioned for the 
construction of a railway from Raipur to 
Vizianagram on the East Coast Railway 
is independent of the question of con- 
structing a harbour at the port of Vizaga- 
patam. 


Indian Army Organisation—Opinions of 
Lords Cromer, Elgin, Sir David Bar- 
bour and Sir Henry Brackenbury. 

Mr. REES: To ask the Secretary of 

State for India whether the opinions of 

Lord Cromer, Lord Elgin, Sir David 

arbour, and Sir Henry Brackenbury 

were laid before the Committee on Indian 

Army Organisation appointed by his pre- 

decessor in office. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley): 
No record was kept of the proceedings of 
the Committee to which this Question 
refers ; but I understand that Sir David 
Barbour attended one of its meetings, and 
that other gentlemen, including Lord 
Cromer, Lord Elgin, and Sir Henry Brack- 
enbury wrote letters or sent memoranda to 
the Secretary of State, which, with the 
exception of one or two which arrived 
too late, were communicated by him to 
the members of the Committee. 


Reorganisation of Indian Police. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
when the reorganisation scheme recom- 
mended by the Police Commission, so 
far as relates to the European administra- 
tive officers, will be put into force. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
I hope that it may be possible to bring 
the new scheme into force with effect 
from April Ist, 1906. 


Revenue Derived from Import Duty in 
India. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE: To ask the 

Secretary of State for India what is the 

amount of revenue derived from the 

















957 (Questions. 


general tariff on imports between 1900-5 ; 
and will he say whether these duties 
were imposed for protective purposes. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
In the five years ending March 31st, 1905, 
the total amount of revenue yielded by 
the general tariff on imports was 
£10,050,425. The Answer to the second 
part of the Question is in the negative, 


Compensation to Evicted Tenants on the 
Lamphiere Estate. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid.): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state the amount of monetary com- 
pensation alleged to be paid to James 
Feehan and Patrick Cormack who claim 
to be evicted tenants on the Lamphiere 
Estate; is he aware that the solicitors 
for the vendors admitted that both these 
men were evicted tenants whose claims 
would be considered on the termination 
of the grazing tenancy ; is he aware that 
the evicted tenants deny entirely that 
they at any time made objection to the 
proposal of the vendor that they be placed 
back in their respective farms provided 
that advances yielding annuities of £5 
and £15 were made by the Estates 
Commissioners ; have they called for a 
public investigation into the whole cir- 
cumstances of this affair, and is it proposed 
to accede to this request; what is 
proposed to be done with the £700 
retained out of the purchase money ; was 
James Cormack, the person to whom the 
sale of the plots claimed by the evicted 
tenants was made, a tenant within the 
meaning of the Land Act of 1903 at the 
time of sale, or a grazier holding under 
the eleven months system ; is he aware 
that the peace of the locality has been 
disturbed owing to the sale to this man ; 
and will he say if the landlady, Temper- 
ance Ann Lamphiere, and James 
Cormack and his brother-in-law, Martin 
Cormack, are receiving police protection 
because of their action in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The subject 
of this Question has already been dealt 
with in my reply to the hon. Member’s 
Question of April 10th,+ to which I beg to 
refer. The Estates Commissioners inform 
me that, according to their information, 
Denis Feehan, as whose representative 
James Feehan now claims, voluntarily 
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surrendered his farm of ten acres in 1876, 
having been compensated to his satisfac- 
tion, but the amount of compensation 
given is not known to the Commissioners. 
James Feehan was then put into posses- 
sion of 3 acres of the farm, but 
surrendered the same in 1879 owing two 
years’ rent and receiving £12 compensa- 
tion. Mrs. Elizabeth Cormack, as whose 
representative Patrick Cormack claims, 
received £10 compensation in cash, and 
was forgiven arrears of rent amounting 
to £50. As already stated, the sale to 
James Cormack has been completed, and 
the holding legally vested in him, and 
the Estates Commissioners do not intend 
to re-open the case. The disposal of the 
£700, portion of the purchase money 
which has been withheld, is a matter for 
the decision, under statute, of the Judicial 
Commissioner. James Cormack _ pur- 
chased as a tenant within the meaning of 
the Act of 1903. Iam informed that it 
is the fact that the peace of the locality 
has been disturbed by persons who are 
in sympathy with the applicants, 
and proceedings at the suit of the 
police have been instituted with the 
object of having three of the offenders 
bound to keep the peace. James and 
Martin Cormack are receiving police 
protection. 


The Crete Campaign. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) : To ask the 
Secretary of State for War, whether the 
conduct of the British forces under trying 
circumstances during the troubles in Crete 
in 1898 has been brought under his 
notice; and whether he will consider 
whether a medal cannot be given or 
some recognition made of the services 
rendered by the men of the Highland 
Light Infantry and other regiments at 
that time. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Haldane.) 
T am aware of the excellent conduct of 
the British forces in Crete during the 
troubles in 1898. The question of the 
grant of a medal was raised in 1899, but 
it was decided after full consideration 
that it could not be granted. Iam afraid 
that I cannot undertake to reopen the 
question. 


Cost of a Soldier. 
Mr. PIKE PEASE: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War, what is the 
estimated cost of a soldier in England 
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and India, respectively, belonging to the| (Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
Calvary, Engineers, Artillery, and|The average annual cost of a trained 








Infantry. private soldier, is as follows :— 
eS At Home. | In India. 
piiheb teams near tdeal bees cacnenieatan ei —_| : 
£s a. | £ «x 4 
Cavalry - . . - - 62 11 4 | 82 5 5 
Engineers — - : . . se ae | | — 
Artillery : | 
Horse .- - . - . 64 7 4 | 86 14 0 
ie a 611s 3 |) 8 8 
cee sk MES 5913 2 | 8017 9 
Infantry of the Line — - Zs 57 8 9 To 2 








The figures of the soldiers at Home | State for War whether he will consider 
include charges for barracks, arms, and | the possibility of providing sleeping suits 
ammunition, &c. The figures for India| as parts of the soldier's kit, or make 
include as well, charges for the capitation such other arrangements as will relieve 
rate, for passage, &e. , soldiers of the necessity of sleeping in 
their underclothing, as is the practice at 
| present. 


| Mr, HALDANE: The soldier is at 
| present granted three shirts on enlist- 
Explosives Committee. /ment and receives an allowance for 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I) maintenance of kit ; he accordingly has a 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for War, | shirt to sleep in other than the one he 
in view of the fact that Lord Rayleigh, | has worn during the day. I am afraid 
one of the three members of the) that, owing to the large expense involved, 
Explosives Committee, resigned his | I cannot hold out any hopes of making 
position as president at the commence-| the provision suggested by the hon. 
ment of the present financial year, will | Member. 
Le state whether the vacancy has yet | 
leen filled, and, if so, by whom. | Vaccination of Soldiers. 
| % _ -_ , STOCHARTDS Talvar. 
Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror) }, - - vi? ee ge 
Was (lb, Bisspaen, Madlinaombines: |. ten” ce. Cet a 
ne Sree neck Re saprpaage ap Abaey — ‘| tary of State for War whether soldiers 
The Explosives Committee has been haying a conscientious objection to 
reconstituted as the Board of Ordnance  yaccination may be permitted to make 
Research. The Board will consist of such objection, and thereby claim ex- 
Major-General O'Callaghan as president, emption equal with the civilian. 
with Rear- Admiral Foote, Sir W. 
Crookes, Sir A. Noble, Mr. Ewing, and | Mr. HALDANE: All soldiers on 
two members of the Ordnance Committee | attestation sign a declaration to the 
as members. effect that they are willing to he 
| vaccinated or revaccinated. Under these 
Soldiers’ Kits. _ circumstances, and in view of the special 
Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, conditions of military life, no exemption 
Fareham) : I beg to ask the Secretary of can be permitted. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
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Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, 


(uestions. 
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(Juestions. 


ford): Is the right hon. Gentleman | will consider the desirability of empower- 


aware that the death rate among 1e- 


vaccinated soldiers is higher than that | 
| mines. 


| 


among the unvaccinated population. 


Mr. HALDANE: T am not aware of 
that. 


Mr. LUPTON : Will the right hon. | 
(rentleman inquire ? 


Mr. HALDANE: If the hon. Member | 
will put a Question down I will see if a) 
teturn can be granted. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Is it! 
legal to allow a soldier to contract out ! 


| grant of responsible Government. 


| to cease to 


ing the Governments of the Colonies to 
become possessed of these and other 


OF 


*THE UNDER-SECRETARY 
: (Mr. 


STATE ror THE COLONIES 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.); (1) 
I have no official information. The 
Transvaal Legislature will be quite com- 
petent to deal with any question of the 
State ownership and administration of 
gold mines which may arise after the 
(2) 
I should add that it is not usually the 
practice of persons possessing gold mines 
work them while there is 


| any profit to be made out of them. It 


Mr. HALDANE: He does not. 


Fort George, Inverness-shire. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the! 
Secretary of State for War whether | 
he is aware that the officers’ quarters | 
at Fort George, Inverness-shire, are not 
watertight, and that the casemates in 
which the Ross-shire Militia and other 
men are quartered are damp and _ other- 
wise unsatisfactory ; and will he call for a | 
Xeport on the subject. 


Mr. HALDANE: The General 
Officer Commanding-in-Chief Scottish | 
Command reports that he personally | 


inspected Fort George a week ago and | 
that no complaints were made in regard 
to the officers’ quarters. As regards the 
casemates he considers them, 
casemates, extremely good and certainly 
not damp. 


qua | 


hon. | 


Mr. WEIR asked the 
Gentleman to inquire further, 


right 


Mr. HALDANE: I have called for a 
Report. If the hon. Member desires 
lurther information I will try and get it. 


South African Mines—Threatened | 

losing. 
Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- | 
borough): I beg to ask the Under. | 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he has any official information 
showing that, as a result of State-aided , 
repatriation of Chinese coolies, the West | 
Rand and West Rand Consolidated | 
Mines are to be closed ; and whether, in | 





is not proposed to introduce any special 
provision in the Constitution with this 
object. 


Orange River Colony. 
Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 


| State for the Colonies has the Govern- 


ment received any information from the 
Orange River Colony which would indicate 
that a majority of the population would 
prefer a form of government which would 
not involve the operation of the full 
party system. 


*Mr. CHURCHILL: The Secretary of 
State will be in a better position to 
judge as to the views of the majority of 


| the population upon this matter after the 


Visited 
I see no 


South African Committee have 
the Colony and have reported. 


| public advantage to be gained by prema- 
| ture and fragmentary announcements of 


the constitutional methods to be adopted 


in either Colony. 


South African Civil Service. 
Sir GILBERT PARKER: I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 


| Colonies will the Government consider 


the wisdom and fairness of either securing 
in their position the present etticient 
members of the Orange River Colony and 
Transvaal Civil Service, or of giving com- 


pensation to those who, through the de- 


velopment of constitutional government, 
are relieved of their positions after 
arduous labours in the service. 

*MR. 


CHURCHILL: His Majesty’s 


rafting the new Constitutions for the Government will carefully consider the 
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claims of Civil servants, but I am not at 
present prepared to say to what extent 
or by what method safeguards can be 
provided. 


(Questions. 


South African Land Settlement Advance. 

Sir GILBERT PARKER: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies will the Government consider the 
advisability of keeping the £3,000,000 set 
apart for land settlement after the war, or 
such portion of it as may be available 
through yearly instalments, for reinvest- 
ment in perpetuity in land for British 
settlement; and will he consider favour- 
ably the establishment of a permanent 
Commission or Board to administer under 
such an arrangement. 


*Mr. CHURCHILL: The matter will 
not escape the consideration of the 
Secretary of State. 


British Settlers in Orange River Colony. 

Sir GILBERT PARKER: I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the Government has 
received any communication from repre- 
sentatives of the Orangia Union and the 
Dutch residents of the Orange River 
Colony concerning the future of British 
settlers in the Colony ; and what was the 
nature of that communication. 


*Mr. CHURCHILL: The Secretary of 
State does not appear to have had such a 
communication addressed to him. 


Johannesburg and Pretoria Protests. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
State fer the Colonies whether the 
attention of the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies has been drawn to 
the terms of a resolution passed on the 
2nd instant, at a meeting of the com- 
mercial community at Johannesburg, 
protesting against the repatriation of 
Chinese, on the ground that it would 
throw out of employment a large number 
of skilled whites, dislocate business, and 
lead to the ruin of large numbers of 
traders; and whether, in view of this 
expression of opinion by the people of 
the Transvaal, the Government intend to 
proceed with repatriation before the 
creation of responsible government, 


*Mr. CHURCHILL: Lord Selborne 


informs me that he is forwarding by 
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mail protests of the Johannesburg Cham- 
ber of Trade. In the meantime the 
protest of the Pretoria Chamber of 
Commerce has been received by telegraph, 
and is in the following terms :—“That 
this chamber views with serious appre- 
hension the announcement that His 
Majesty’s Government are about to offer 
financial assistance to indentured Chinese 
labourers who desire to return to China, J! 
and this chamber therefore earnestly 9° 
appeals to His Majesty’s Government to I 
reconsider its decision and to defer any 
action in connection with the Labour 
Importation Ordinance pending grant of J" 
responsible government to the Transvaal.” J" 
His Majesty’s Government propose to §° 
adhere to the policy already declared 
to Parliament. 


(Juestions. 





Repatriation Proclamation. ih 

Mr. BOTTOMLEY (Hackney, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State J" 
for the Colonies whether he will lay upon 
the Table a copy of the Chinese translation Jf" 
of the repatriation notice now being 
issued to the coolies working in the 
Transvaal mines. Will the hon. Gentle- 
man also lay on the Table a copy of the fi 
Chinese translation, so that we may have §™ 
an opportunity of examining it and— 
seeing if there are any terminological ff 
inexactitudes 4 








*Mr. CHURCHILL: If the hon." 
Member wishes to impart an element of 
humour to our proceedings, he should 
select a somewhat more original point. § } 
The Secretary of State will ask that a far 
copy of the notice in the Chinese language 
should be sent by mail from South Africa, fhe 
in order that the hon. Member may have 
an opportunity of comparing it with the 
English version, and of forming an 
opinion for himself upon the style and 
accuracy of the translation. 















Papers on Repatriation. 


*Mr. LEHMANN (Leicestershire, 
Market Harborough) : I beg to ask thepj 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, and if so, when, the correspon- 
dence between the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies and the Government of th 
Transvaal, with reference to the repatria 
tion of the Chinese coolies on the Ran 
and the issue of the proclamation, will b 
laid before the House. 
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(Juestions. 


*Mr. CHURCHILL : I am not yet in a 
psition to name a date. The Secretary 
ifState will consider how soon publication 
nay conveniently take place. 
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Government ‘‘ Act of Benevolence,’ 


Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, 
N,) 3 I beg to ask the Under-Secretary 
ff State for the Colonies, with reference 
I the notification addressed to Chinese 
ndentured labourers on the Witwaters- 
and gold mines, if he will state upon 
vhat grounds the means provided by the 
rovernment for repatriation are described 
n the notification as an exceptional act of 
enevolence which ought to command 
ratitude. 


#Mr. CHURCHILL: The object of 
tis and similar language in the pro- 
‘amation is to assure the Chinese coolies 
tat the Imperial Government, while 
illing to provide relief in exceptional 
uses, has no desire to incite them to leave 
ter work, and will bear no malice 
yainst those who do not avail themselves 
i the facilities offered. In view of the 
ict that it is the British taxpayer who 
mill bear any charges which may be 
avolved, the word “ benevolence” does 
it seem to me to be ill chosen ; nor would 
gatitude be wholly ill-placed on the part 
¢ Chinese thus enabled by the interven- 
‘on of a distant community to return 
nexpectedly to their native land. 
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The Flogging of Coolies. 

Mr. MACKARNESS (Berkshire, New- 
ary): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 
try of State for the Colonies whether 
he Secretary of State is aware that in 
he recent proceedings for a habeas corpus 
‘ken by Li Kui Yu, in the Supreme 
urt of the Transvaal, on March 
Mth, against Mr. Jameson, the superin- 
indent of foreign labour, Mr. Jameson 
sposed on oath that he had reported to 
ord Selborne that Robert Herman 
itthauer, the compound manager in the 
nsolidated Langlaagte Mine, had ad- 
ited to him, in the presence of witnesses, 
lat he had himself flogged coolies, and 
at Li Kui Yu was not to blame ; and 
hether he can say why, in the face of 
is admission of guilt by Witthauer in 
® presence of witnesses, the law officers 
the Crown in the Transvaal have so far 
iled to institute criminal proceedings 
ainst him. 
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*Mr. CHURCHILL: The Secretary 


of State has seen Mr, Jameson’s statement. 
The Secretary of State is informed that 
the law officers of the Transvaal Govern- 
ment doubt whether the evidence as yet 
obtained is sufficient for ensuring a suc- 
cessful prosecution, but he has telegraphed 
urging Lord Selborne to cause every 
effort to be made to prosecute. 


(Juestions. 


Repatriation of Chinese Coolies. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) : I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether, under the 
proclamation that has been issued in 
respect to Chinese labour, the final 
decision in individual cases rests with the 
Superintendent of Foreign Labour ; and is 
it still possible for the Chinese who so 
desire to be repatriated free of expense 
to themselves. 


*Mr. CHURCHILL: The responsibility 
for deciding upon individual cases is 
placed upon the Superintendent of Foreign 
Labour, subject to any instructions he 
may receive from the Lieutenant-Gov- 
ernor. The policy of His Majesty’s 
Government is, and has always been, 
that no Chinaman who wishes to purchase 
his discharge under Clause 14 of the 
Labour Importation Ordinance should be 
prevented merely through want of funds. 
Under the notice which has been read to 
the House the Chinese labourers will be 
expected to make a contribution in 
addition to their savings towards the 
expense as a proof of the genuineness of 
their desire to return. But my _ hon. 
friend may rest assured that these 
provisions will not be allowed to defeat 
the main intentions of His Majesty’s 
Government. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Then may I take it 
that the reply is in the affirmative to the 
Question that the poligy of the Govern- 
ment is that a Chinaman who wishes to 
to return, even without any contribution 
whatever, can return ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Yes, Sir. I did 
not desire to imply that a contribution of 
any kind would be necessary in all cases, 
provided that the bona fide desire of the 
Chinaman to return was very plainly 
made manifest. 


*Mr. LEHMANN: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
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what laws of the Transvaal are referred 
to in the recent proclamation to the 
Chinese coolies in the mines as punishing 
any attempt to deceive the Superinten- 
dent of Foreign Labour by misrepre- 
sentation; and whether His Majesty’s 
Government will consider the advisability 
of issuing to the Chinese coolies on the 
Rand a further proclamation, to be 
signed by the High Commissioner himself, 
in order to explain that the repatriation 
proclamation is in no sense intended to 
intimidate them or to deter them from 
applying for repatriation. 


Questions, 


*Mr. CHURCHILL: I presume the 
reference is to the ordinary law. The 
Secretary of State proposes to await the 
results of the present proclamation which 
he believes will give full effect to the 
intentions of His Majesty’s Government. 


*Mr. LEHMANN: Are we to take 
it that these representations are to be 
made on oath ? 


*Mr. CHURCHILL: 
so, but that is merely 
opinion. 


I do not think 
my personal 


Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he has any official informa- 
tion showing that the West Rand 
Mines and the West Rand Consolidated 
Mines have been ordered to be closed 
in consequence of the determination of 
the Government to proceed with the 
repatriation of Chinese coolies; and 
whether he can state the number of 
skilled whites who will be thrown out of 
employment from this cause. 


*Mr. CHURCHILL : I have no official 
information on this point ; but the closing 
down of mines, as my hon. friend will 
perceive, cannot well be a consequence of 
a policy of repatriation which has not yet 
become operative. 


Mr. LONSDALE: 


hecome operative ? 


*Mr. CHURCHILL: The notice is to 
be posted to-morrow morning, and it will 
therefore be operative in a few days. 


Then when will it 


Mr. BELLOC (Salford, §S.) asked 
whether the Crown had power, as Mr. 
Kruger certainly had, to prevent the 
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shutting down of the mines by force, and 
to keep them open if such a threat was 
made. 


*Mr. CHURCHILL: I should hesitate § 
to reply to a Question involving such 
grave and complex legal points as to 
whether the Crown has or has not power, fo 
in a great public emergency such as oc- Jb 
curred in the South African Republic on Je 
the outbreak of war, to make considerable 91 
inroads on the ordinary rights of private Ju 
property. But I should have thought it fa 
was undesirable that the Government’ 
should undertake the management of 
derelict gold mines which would not be 
placed at their disposal unless it had been 
found that every other method of making 
them profitable had failed. 
































Illiterate Chinese and the Proclamation. 

Mr. MACKARNESS: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he is aware that many 
of the Chinese working in the Transvaal 
mines are illiterate persons, and what 
steps will be taken in their cases to enable 
them to understand the repatriation profi 
clamation and to prepare the petition for 
repatriation required by the proclamation: 
through what channels in each mine these 
petitions from the Chinese coolies are to 
reach the Superintendent of Foreign 
Labour ; and what security has been ti aken 
to see that the coolies are not intimidated 
into not sending petitions. 


CHURCHILL: The conduct ot 
the whole matter will be entrusted to 
Mr. Jamieson and his officers, who, the 
Secretary of State is convinced, may bef 
trusted to see that the coolies receive fair 
opportunities of understanding and _ac- 
cepting the offers of the proclamation. 
I may add that the work of Mr. Jamieson 
will be carried on under the supervision 
of Lord Selborne, and we have every 
confidence that full and bona fide effec 
will be given to the policy the Govern- 


*\Mr. 


*\ 

ment have laid down. 5 
th; 

Mail Communication with the West , | 
Indies. ™ 

Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lanark, ae 


N.W.): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State “for the Colonies whether 
his attention has been called to the lackhyy,, 
of facilities for mail communicatior 
between Great Britain and the northert 
islands of the West Indies ; and whether 


bE 


Se 
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and eing that at present mail opportunities 
was fi mly occur for these islands once a month, 
je will lay papers relating to the negotia- 


Questions. 





i tons which resulted in the abandonment | 
itate § { the previous mail contract. 

such 

s tof *Mr. CHURCHILL : It is not strictly 
wer, Morrect to say that mail opportunities for 
is oc- Whe northern islands of the West Indies 
ic on Jecur only once a month at present, but 
rable His Majesty's Government have the 
ivate fuestion of the West Indian mail arrange- 
ht it;faents now under their consideration. | 
ment {he circumstances which led to the 
t of Hecision not to continue a West Indian 
st hefhail contract are fully explained in the 



















pspatch to the Governors of the West 
hdian Colonies which was laid before 
utliament in May last. 


been 
vking 


oy 


Colonial Conference. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
the fluder-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
many grether 

isvaal ven fixed for the assembly of the Colonial 

what @l 

nable 


ution. 
> ask 


poy 


sbject of preferential fiscal relations 
tween all parts of the Empire will be 


tie Conference. 


*Mr. CHURCHILL: It is proposed 
tat the next Colonial Conference will 
vet on April 15th, 1907. 
datedgen to the Conference to discuss any 
tter of Imperial interest. 


ation; 
these 
Are to 


South African War Contribution. 


— weenie of Seae for the 


Sesen or persons W ete were miosis 


10,000,000 towards the cost of 
ith African war; and, further, if he 
§ any information bearing upon this 
ject to lay before the House. 


*Mr. CHURCHILL : 
Member to my Answers of March 

fant March 21st to similar Questions. t 

vest §r his convenience I have given instrue- 
ns that copies of these replies should 


overn- 
I must refer the 


ry sent to him from the Colonial Office. 
secre 

— Education in Ceylon. 

“i pe Mr. C. E. SCHWANN (Manchester, 
rthen} ): | beg to ask the Under-Secretar Vv of 
rtherle——— } 


hether r See (4 (4 ) “Debates ‘cliii., 1093-4 ; cliv., 367. 
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he can state the date that has | 


ae of the questions for consideration at | 


It will be | 


*Mr. T. F. RICHARDS: I beg to ask | 


f the arrangement that the South | 
rican mine owners would contribute | 
the | 
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State for the Colonies if he will state from 
what date it is intended to institute the 
furnishing of quarterly Returns by super- 
intendents regarding the attendance at 
school of estate children in Ceylon; 
whether instructions have yet been issued 
for the inspection of estate schools by 
Government officers, as recommended by 
the Elementary Education Commission ; 
and whether the legislative provisions 
referred to in the 55th paragraph of the 
Commissioners’ Report will be included 
in the proposed measure dealing with 
| country districts, and when such measure 
| is likely to be introduced. 


*Mr. CHURCHILL: I would refer 
the hon. Member to the Secretary of 
| State’s despatch of March Ist which has 
| been published in Cd. 2873. I do not 
|think that I can add anything to the 
| position as there stated, except that the 
introduction of educational changes in a 
Colony like Ceylon must necessarily take 
| some time. 


(Questions. 


(inference next year ; and whether the | 


Irrigation Expenditure in India. 

| *Mr. T. HART-DAVIES (Hackney, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
| India whether his attention has been 
icalled to the fact that only a little more 
| than eighty-one lacs were spent on irriga- 
| tion during 1905-6, though the Budget 

| allotment for that purpose was 125 lacs ; 

/and whether, considering the impor tance 
| of irrigation in India, he w will take measures 

to secure the full Budget allotment being 
| spent this year. 


| *THe UNDER - SECRETARY or 
STATE For INDIA (Mr. Joun Ents, 
Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe): My atten- 
tion has been drawn to the lapse i in the 
grant to which the hon. Member refers. 
I do not think it implies any relaxation 
|in the efforts which the Government of 
| India are making to carry out their pro- 
| gramme of irrigation w orks. But in the 
construction of large and costly works, 
changes in the design or genet ral arrange- 
ments involving postponement of ex- 
penditure, are occasionally found necessary, 
and it is then difficult to avoid failure io 
spend the whole grant allotted. I will 
call the attention of the Government of 
India to the subject. 


Cemeteries in India- Consecration Fees. 
Sir J. JARDINE (Roxburghshire) ; | 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
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buildings or cemeteries on behalf of the | 
Church of England or the Church of | 
Rome, any fee to bishop or registrar or | 
other expenditure is paid out of the. 
revenue of India. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I cannot answer | 
certainly, but will make inquiry. 


English Churches in India. 

Sir J. JARDINE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether, on 
account of religious objections made to 
the Government of India about members 
of the Church of England, and members 
of the Church of Scotland using the same 
building as a place of worship, the 
Government of India has been put to the 
expense of erecting any new churches ; 
if so, what is the capital expense ; and 
whether any increase of annual charge 
on the revenues of India has been so 
caused. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: For the reasons ! 
explained in the Papers presented to 
Parliament iw 1900 as Command Paper, 
No. 129, new churches for the use of 
Presbyterian troops have been sanctioned 
at eight stations in India, to be built at | 
Government expense. I am not aware 


of the exact amount spent upon them. | 


The annual charge for the repair and 


maintenance of these churches, which are | 


Government buildings, will fall on public 
funds, but I am unable to state what its 
amount will be. 


Army Distribution in India. 

Mr. T. HART-DAVIES : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India if he can 
present a Return giving a list of the 
cantonments, barracks, or military posts 


which are to be established under the 
Army redistribution scheme of the | 
Commander-in-Chief in India; and 


whether a map, showing the proposed | 
changes, could be placed on the Table 
for the information of the House. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Iam unable to 
present the Return and map asked for, as 
details of cantonments, barracks and 
military posts to be established under the 
Army redistribution scheme are not yet 
settled. 

State of Bengal. 

Mr. C. J O'DONNELL (Newington, | 

Walworth): I beg to ask the Prime 
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India “whether, on the consecration of | Minister a Question of which I have given 


|private notice. Is it possible for the 
right hon. Gentleman to give the House 
an early opportunity to consider the 
present disturbed condition of a great 
| Indian population of 50,000,000 in Bengal, 
| and the acute discontent in that province 
caused by numerous illegalities and 
violences to a people peacefully protesting 


/country ; whether a great meeting of the 
National Convention, numbering thou- 
sands of delegates was not broken up by 
the police ? 


*¥\Mr. SPEAKER: This is not an 
opportunity for the hon. Member to give 
information, only to seek it. 


Mr. C. J. O'DONNELL : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the meeting 
was being held on private ground, and 
that a number of persons were brutally 
assaulted by the police with batons in the 
| presence of two members of the Legis. 
lative Council of Bengal 4 





Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
I think my hon. friend will see that 
notice ought to be given of a specific 
Question of that kind, especially when it 
is not addressed to the Minister who i: 
most particularly conversant with the 
affairs of India. But, in answer to the 
Question of which my hon. friend ha: 





given notice, I have to say that I do not 
understand that the present condition o/ 
Bengal answers to the description giver 
My hon, friend may 
rest assured that the Secretary of State 
is giving close attention to the proceedings 
in the province, and there seems to be n 
such emergency as would justify the in- 
terruption of public business for discussing 
it at the present moment. 


*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs); 
May I ask whether it is not the fact thai 
the advices from India are by no means 
of one tenor, and that the state of Bengal 
has been grossly exaggerated. 


[No Answer was given. ] 


Turkey and Egypt. 








Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London 
I wish to ask the Secretary for Foreig 


| Affairs a Question with regard to th 


Egyptian frontier. We “have bee 


_ scrupulously careful not to embarrass t 
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Government by asking Questions on the 
subject, and if the right hon. Gentleman, 
consistent with the public service, can 
give the House and the country some 
information on the point, I am sure that 
there will be very general satisfaction. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp 
Grey, Northumberland, Berwick): I 
quite agree that, from all that has 
appeared in the Press, and in view of the 
fact that a similar Question is to be put in 
another place to-day, some information 
on the subject should be given to the 
House. 


The British Ambassador on Thursday 
presented a Note at Constantinople 
requesting the Porte to agree to the 
demarkation by Great Britain and 
Turkey of the line from El Rafah to the 
head of the Gulf of Akabah on the basis 
of the telegram from the Grand Vizier 
to the Khedive of April 8th, 1892, and 
pending a settlement to withdraw his 
troops from Tabah. We have asked for 
a favourable reply in ten days’ time. 


To explain this Note it will perhaps 
be convenient that I should give a 
short summary of the negotiations which 
have preceded it. Early in the year 
Egyptian troops were sent to occupy 
certain posts in the interior of the Sinai 
peninsula, including Tabah on the western 
coast of the Gulf of Akabah. On arrival 
at the latter post it was found that 150 
Turkish troops were already in occupation. 
His Majesty’s Government protested 
against the occupation by the Turks of 
Tabah, a place unquestionably within the 
Sinai peninsula, and pointed out to the 
Porte that if any doubt existed as to 
the frontier line a joint Delimitation 
Commission was the best solution of 
the question. On February 13th, Lord 
Cromer reported that the Turkish 
commandant at Akabah was demanding 
the withdrawal of the Egyptian troops 
from the Faroun Island, an island in the 
northern part of the Gulf of Akabah. 
His Majesty’s ship Diana was instructed 
to proceed to Faroun to protect the 
Egyptain post there. After further 
representations the Sultan decided to 
send two officers from Constantinople to 
inquire into the matter, and they left for 
Egypt on February 20th. It was hoped 
the Turkish Commissioners would discuss 
the matter, or form part of a joint Com- 
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mission of delimitation. The Turkish 
Commissioners, however, left Cairo and 
proceeded to Beirut without having 
communicated with the Egyptian Govern- 
ment, the Khedive, or Lord Cromer. On 
March 21st the Turkish Ambassador 
made a communication to the effect that 
as Tabah was a dependency of Akabah 
no objection could naturally be made to 
the presence there of Turkish troops, 
and that it was considered unnecessary 
to send officers there from Egypt to 
institute an inquiry into the question. 
The Sultan then authorised Mukhtar 
Pasha to negotiate with the Government 
of Egypt, and at his own request the 
negotiations were transferred to Cairo. 
Mukhtar Pasha had an interview with 
the Khedive, and demanded on behalf 
of his Government that the boundary of 
the Sinai peninsula should run from El 
Rafah to Suez and from Suez to Akabah. 
The Khedive in reply to these representa- 
tions suggested that the telegram of 
April 8th, 1892, should be taken as the 
basis of a settlement, that the line should 
run from El Rafah to Akabah, joining 
the coast three miles west of Fort Akabah, 
and that the remainder of the line ot 
frontier should be demarcated by com- 
petent surveyors. The Grand Vizer’s reply 
to the Khedive was to the effect that the 
Gulf of Akabah and the Sinai peninsula 
were outside the territory defined in 
the Imperial Firman, that the telegram 
of April 8th, 1892, only referred to the 
western side of the Sinai peninsula, that 
the interpretation of that telegram was 
a matter which only concerned the 
Imperial Ottoman Government, that 
Akabah had been adopted as the head- 
quarters of the district of Akabah, and 
the hope was expressed that no occasion 
will be afforded for interference. 


(Questions, 


I think I need only add that the 
delay, the extent of the demands which 
have been put forward by the Porte, 
and the tone and character of the Turkish 
communications to the Khedive have 
made it impossible to defer a settlement 
indefinitely, and that is why we are now 
pressing our original demand for a joint 
delimitation. I think I may claim on 
behalf of his Majesty’s Government that 
they have shown great patience and 
moderation; but the latest develop- 
ments of the Turkish demands, if 
admitted, will place Turkey in a position 
which will be a real danger not only to 
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the freedom of the Suez Canal, but also | date fixed on which the reduction of the 
to the liberties of Egypt and of the} tea duty would become effective; and 
Khedivial dynasty. His Majesty’s | whether he will give such instructions 
Government cannot be indifferent to | as will prevent any hardship or loss to 
such issues, and the importance of them | those engaged in the trade. 

makes it necessary that we should press | . . 
for a settlement on the lines of the) THe CHANCELLOR or THe EX. 
frontier of Egypt as it has existed) CHEQUER (Mr. Asquirn, Fife, E.); 
undisputed and undisturbed from a period | Yes; and I have, in consultation with 
many years previous to the British | the Customs, made arrangements which 
pat: | are, I understand, regarded by the trade 
generally as satisfactory. 
Mr. LUPTON : Is not the matter one | 


. . ° | 
eminently suitable for reference to The | Income Tax Inquiry. 


ague Tribunal. 
ane | Mr. LAIDLAW (Renfrewshire, E.): 
|I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer if he will consider the advis- 
Bunder Abbas—Cable Communication. | ability of enabling the Select Committee 
*Mr. T. HART-DAVIES (Hackney, N.);| 09 Income Tax Graduation to make 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | inquiry regarding the number of persons 
Foreign Affairs whether he is aware that | 1 this country who have to pay a second 
difficulties have arisen with regard to the X on Incomes earned in distant parts 
establishment of a telegraph station at | of the British Empire, and as to the 
Bunder Abbas; and what steps it is | number of persons who are deterred 
proposed to take to settle the matter and | from taking up residences in this country 


secure the linking-up of Bunder Abbas | by the imposition of this second tax; 
bv cable. . also to inquire into the number of limited 


‘liability companies trading with India 
THE SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL | and the Colonies who do not establish 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. RUNCI- | head offices in this country for the same 
MAN, Dewsbury, for Sir Epwarpd GREY): | reason; and to report whether a sub- 
Yes, Sir. From the latest information | stantial rebate should be given on all 
at our disposal it appears that His | incomes which have already paid income- 
Majesty’s resident at Bushire is hopeful | tax within the Empire. 
of obtaining a satisfactory settlement. 


occupation. 


[No reply was given]. 





Mr. ASQUITH: I think that the 
Germany and the Sinai Peninsula. | House generally will be anxious that the 
Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the | Committee should carry out their inquiry 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs | and report with as little delay as possible, 
whether the German Government has | 22d for this reason it does not seem to 
given an assurance that it would not be | ™e desirable to burden the terms of 
able to support the Porte on the ques- | reference with directions to investigate 
tion at issue respecting the Sinai Penin- | the matters referred to in the Question, 
sula. ‘ ' which have not an immediate bearing on 
the subject of graduation and differentia- 
Mr. RUNCIMAN: We are informed | Hon, 
by the German Government that there | nh . 
is no foundation for the statements which | Flogging in Prisons. 
have appeared in the Press that the) Mr. RICHARD HAZLETON (Galway, 
action of the Porte respecting the | N.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
Egyptian frontier has received any | for the Home Department whether he is 


encouragement. aware that in local prisons in Ireland and 
Scotland flogging as a method of punish- 
The Tea Duty. ment for certain breaches of prison 





Mr. DALZIEL: I beg to ask Mr. | discipline is not permitted under any 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whother | clpoamatennos and whether he will con: 
his attention has been drawn to the/sider the advisability of having this 
difficulties which have arisen in conse-| prohibition extended to local prisons in 


quence of the alterations made in the | England. 


| 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE For | existing Orders at once and the remainder 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. GuAb- | after a year’s grace, has been specially 


TONE, Leeds, W): Yes, Sir. 
as to the Scotch and Irish prisons were 
fully considered when the present 


the much larger size of the English 
prisons and the different character of the 
prison population, it was necessary to 


punishment in a restricted class of cases. 


for mutiny or for gross pezsonal violence 
to prison officers, only after inquiry on 
oath by the visiting committee, and only 
when the sentence has been confirmed by 
the Secretary of State. The general 


= 


mly im extreme cases is necessary to 
wotect from danger to life and limb the 
ilicers who are exposed to savage attack. 


Employment of Women—Factory Order. 
Mr J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester): L beg to ask the Seere- 
tary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment upon what representations he 
has made the Draft Order (Factory 


ment between 9 a.m. and 9 pm. for 
women and young persons in factories 
n the county of London in which book- 
inding is carried on, workrooms in which 
iillinery work and dressmaking is 
carried on in connection with drapers’ 


Manchester and the borough of Salford, 


the manufacture of straw hats 
bonnets is carried on ; whether the work- 
people atfected by the Order have been 


irst sections of the Order are onty of 
ocal application. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: I have issued the 
lraft Order in consequence of a Report 
submitted by the Chief Inspector of 
Factories embodying the results of a 
sareful inquiry that had been made into 
the cases in which the 9 to 9 period of 
smployment is being worked under exist- 


[FourTH SERIES. | 





Corporal punishment can only be inflicted | 


opinion of persons who have a good know- , 
ledge of the character of the English | 
prison population—and in this opinion I , 
‘oncur—is that this restricted power used | 


arrangement was settled by Parliament | 
in 1898; but it was felt that, in view of | 


maintain the power to inflict corporal | 


The facts| sent to the manufacturers affected and 


_ trade associations, including workers’ 
associations, so that any objections to the 
proposed repeal may be fully stated and 
considered. The first two paragraphs of 
the Schedule are only of local application 
because the existing Orders are so limited. 


Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD: 
Will the right hon. Gentleman give a list 
of the workers’ associations to which the: 
Order has been sent ? 


Mr. GLADSTONE: Yes, Sir. 

In reply to Mr. Byes, Mr. GLADSTONE 
added that it would be open to the 
workers to make any representations they 


wished. 


Regent Street Arrests. 


Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Black- 
pool) had given notice to ask the 
|Home Secretary whether his atten- 


und Workshops Act, 1901) re-employ- | 


etail establishments within the city of | 


md factories and workshops in which | 
and | 


ing Orders and suggesting for considera- | 
tion whether it was necessary to keep | 


‘onsulted ; and, further, why the two | 


tion had been drawn to the fact that in 
the case of Mrs. Eva D’Angely, as in that 


of Messrs. Gerothwohl and Lavalette, the 
presiding magistrate at Marlborough 


Street, while acquitting the accused, did 
not in any way censure the police for the 
arrest; whether he had received any 
report from the magistrate on the police 
evidence, and if so, what action he pro- 
posed to take on it. The hon. Member 
said that, at the request of the right hon. 
Gentleman, he desired to postpone this 
Question. However, he wished to ask 
whether the constable who arrested this 
lady was still on duty in Regent Street, 
and whether the right hon, Gentleman 
had given instructions that he should no 
longer be employed on that beat pending 
Investigation. 


Mr. GLADSTONE: [have made and 
am making very careful inquirv into the 
subject, and I have received a full report 
from the magistrate who heard the case. 
I would suggest to the hon. Gentleman 
that he should defer this Question until 1 
am able to answer the case fully. Mean- 


| while, I must tell him frankly that I am 
| unable to issue the order he suggests. 


Lorp R. CECIL: It is a most im- 


these Orders alive any longer. The draft | portant Question, and I hope the right 
Order, which would repeal one of the hon. Gentleman will not overlook it. 


VOL. CLVL. 
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Mr. GLADSTONE: I have already 
Mr. SUMMERBELL (Sunderland) : stated, in reply to Questions in this House 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | that Iam sorry not to be able to grant 
the Home Department if his attention | additional leave as suggested. There is 
has been called to the difference of pay | no possible re-arrangement of duties by 
existing between the subordinate ranks of | which the privilege could be given without 
the convict and local prisons; and increased expense, the amount of which, 
whether it is his intention to go into the | as already stated, would be about 
matter with a view to some improvement | £150,000 a year. 
aking place i : remuneration of those | 
pina pau geen Mr. MYER (Lambeth, N.): Is it 


employed in local prisons. ; } 
sii possible to give the police a fortnight 
Mr. GLADSTONE: A large number | instead of ten days’ annual holiday ? 

of petitions on this subject have been | 


Prison Officials’ Pay. 








received from the warders of local prisons, [No Answer was returned. | 

and are now under consideration. They | 

raise questions of importance and diffi- Return of Imports and Exports at 
culty which cannot be hastily settled ; Prices of 1900. 


and I can only say that they will receive Mr. BECKETT (Yorkshire, NR. 
the most careful consideration from the | Whitby): I beg to ask the President of 
Prison Commissioners and from myself. | the Board of Trade if he has any informa- 
° tion in his possession which supports the 
Treatment of Child Offenders. statement in the recent Return of Imports 
iaileille sia iaaelaai rat ik and Exports at prices of 1900 | Code 2894, 
Mr. H. J. TENNAN Tr ( serwickshire) ‘that the price of machinery has varied in 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the same way and to the same degree as 
the Home Department whether he has that of iron and steel ; and, if so, will he 
now received replies from the magistrates | give particulars. 
and police which will enable him to state | ° 
what steps he is prepared to take, by) = [Tyr PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD or 
legislation or otherwise, to secure the TRADE (Mr, Lioyp-GrorGe, Carnarvon 
provision of separate courts for children, Boroughs): The Return contains no 
their separate detention in places other | statement of the kind referred to. The 
than the police court before trial, and the hon, Member appears to have misappre- 
appointment of probation officers. hended the paragraph which explains the 


assumptions made for the purpose of 
> ‘ if a , "An AT . E . . 

Mr. GLADSTONE: I have received reducing the margin of error that would 
a large number of replies to my circular, jaye been caused by assuming that the 
most of them of a satisfactory character ; | eoyrse of price of articles whose average 
and I hope shortly to be able to state yalues are not ascertainable, has corres- 
what further steps I propose to take, 


: : z » ponded exactly to that of the whole group 
particularly in the important matter of (Ff articles whose average values have 
probation officers. 


been ascertained. If the hon. Member 
desires further explanation perhaps he 


Metropolitan Police. will call at the Board of Trade. 
Mr. SEAVERNS (Lambeth, Brixton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the One Man Companies. 


Home Department whether his attention Mr. MACLEAN (Bath) : I beg to ask 
has beencatled to the fact that themembers the President of the Board of Trade 
of the Metropolitan Police Force are the whether, in view of the results in connec- 
only body of public servants in London tion with what are known as one man 
who do not receive the privilege of one companies, he will take into consideration 
day’s rest in seven, and will he consider the advisability of introducing legislation 
the propriety of granting this privilege at an early date, in order to stop or 
to the members of this force ; and whether | mitigate this abuse of the law relating to 
it would be possible, by a rearrangement | limited companies. 

of duties, to provide the additional holi- 

days without increased expense, or,, Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I am expect- 
failing this, what would be the increased | ing to receive very shortly the Report of 
annual cost necessitated by the change. | the Departmental Committee appointed 
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to enquire what amendments are required 


in the Companies Acts. When I have 
received the Report the subject of the 
amendment of the Company Laws 
generally will have my consideration, 
including, of course, the point referred to 
in the Question. 


Coal Exports to Germany. 
Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he is able to state the quantity of coal 


produced in Great Britain which _ is 
purchased annually by the German 
Government for naval purposes; and 


whether he has made any calculation of 
the saving to the German Government 
that will result from the remission of the 
export duty on coal. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : The informa- 
tion desired is not in the possession of 
the Board of Trade, and the data are not 
iailable for the suggested calculation. 
[am not prepared to admit the implica- 
tion in the Question as to the incidence of 
the export duty on coal, 


Mr. LONSDALE: Is it not possible 
to say what quantity of coal is purchased 
in this country by the German Navy ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: That is not 
che Question on the Paper. T can give 
the hon. Member the quantity of coal 
‘xported by this country to Germany, 
mit I cannot from the data in our posses- 
jon show the quantity intended for 
laval purposes. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Croydon) : 
Cannot the right hon. Gentleman give 
the amount of Welsh steam coal, which is 
the same thing ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : That is quite 
i different matter. If the right hon. 
Gentleman wants that information I will 
iry and get it. 


Death Certificates issued to Friendly 
Collecting Societies. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL: I beg to ask 
the ~President of the Local Govern- 
nent Board if he can give the 
aumber of death certificates issued to 
relatives of deceased members of friendly 
collecting societies during the period 
Ist January to 31st March, 1906; the 
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number of death certificates issued to 
relatives of deceased members of trade 
unions during the period Ist January to 
3lst March, 1906; the number of death 
certificates issued to relatives of deceased 
assurants in the assurance companies 
during the period Ist January to 31st 
March, 1906 ; and whether he will state 
as to why a uniform charge of 1s, or 1s. 3d. 
per certificate of death should not apply 
equally in respect to claims on assurance 
companies as to claims on friendly collect- 
ing societies, 


(Questions. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD, (Mr. JoHN 
3URNS, Battersea): I am informed by 
the Registrar-General that the certificates 
referred to are issued by local registrars 
only, and that no returns of the 
numbers of such certificates are or 
ever have been received at the Central 
Ofttice. He further states that if Re- 
turns were required they would have 
to be specially collected from more 
than 2,000 registrars in England and 
Wales alone, and, when obtained, the 
certificates could not be classified accord- 
ing to the descriptions in the Question. 
He adds that the value of such a Return 
would not be commensurate with the 
trouble and expense of its preparation. 
As regards the last part of the Question, 
[ may point out that the charges referred 
to are fixed by statutory provisions which 
do not apply to assurance companies. 


Registrars of Deaths and the Press. 

Mr. CHARLES ROBERTS (Lincoln) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board, whether any Order 
was issued in 1904 prohibiting the 
registrars of births, deaths, and marriages 
from communicating particulars of the 
deaths occurring in their districts for 
publication in the local Press; and 
whether, if such an Order is now in force, 
there would be any objection to rescind- 
ing it. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: There was no 
new Order on this subject in 1904, but in 
that year the Registrar-General issued a 
Circular with a view to the stricter 
observance of a regulation which had 
long been in force, and which forbids a 
registrar of births and deaths iv 
publish any statement of facts respecting 
the registration of births or deaths 
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without the permission of the Registrar- 
General. I am not prepared to interfere 
with the discretion of the Registrar- 
General in the matter. 


Questions. 


Grove Park Workhouse—Engineers’ 
Salaries. 


Mr. BARKER(Penryn and Falmouth): | 


I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if he has decided upon 
what action he will take in insisting on 
the Greenwich Board of Guardians carry- 
ing out the decision of the Local Govern- 


{COMMONS} 





ment Board with reference to the increase | 


in the salaries of the engineers at the 


Grove Park Workhouse; and if he is | 


aware that the Report sent with reference 
to the irregular disposition of stores at 


this workhouse is not the Report of the | 


original Committee that dealt with this 
Question. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: No sanction on 
the part of the Local Government Board 
was necessary to enable the guardians to 
pay the increased salaries to these officers 
out of their own funds. The object in 
applying for the Board’s sanction was to 
enable the guardians to obtain repayment 
of the amount from the Metropolitan 
Common Poor Fund, but, as sanction was 
not given, no such repayment will hemade. 
I am aware that two Committees reported 
to the guardians with reference to the 
irregular disposal of stores at the work- 
house. The officers in question appear to 
have improperly received meals from the 
stores, and I have expressed regret that 
their salaries should have been increased 
a few months after this was discovered. 
1 have added that I think the guardians 
should consider whether the additional 
payments should not be discontinued. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): In the 
event of the money being voted out of 
the local rates the Local Government 
Board will have power to surcharge it ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS : Not necessarily. 


Teachers and Vaccination. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I beg 
to ask the President of the Board 
of Education whether unvaccinated 


persons are allowed to act as teachers in 
public elementary schools in any 
European country save the United King- 
dom ; and, if so, which are the countries 
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in which the employment of such persons 
is permitted ? 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
EDUCATION (Mr. Birrett, Bristol, 
N.): I do not possess the requisite infor- 
mation for replying to the Question ; but 
as the matter is one of general public 
interest and importance I| will ask my 
right hon. friend the Secretary of State 


‘for Foreign Affairs if he will be so good 


as to obtain as full information as possible 
upon the point—including also the ques- 
tion of re-vaccination. 


Secondary Schools—Denominational 
Disqualifications. 

*Mr. LEHMANN: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education what 
restrictions, if any, with regard to the 
religious denomination of pupils or 


‘teachers and public control over the 


management at present exist in the 
secondary schools recognised as eligible 
for grants by the Board ; whether a local 
authority is allowed in the allocation of 
its grants of aid to distinguish between 
such schools on the ground of religion ; 
and whether the Government contem- 
plates, by legislation or otherwise, to 
secure that after a certain date grants 
shall be given only to schools in which 
there is no denominational disqualifica- 
tion of teachers or pupils, and which are 
subject to popular control. 


Mr. BIRRELL: With the hon. Mem 
ber’s permission, I will answer this Ques- 
tion as a written one. 


King’s Scholarship Examination. 
Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, Os- 


westry): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Education whether he is 


aware that the last King’s Scholarship 
Examination was held early in December 
last, and that the result has not yet been 
published ; whether, in view of the fact 
that successful candidates have to go into 
college in September next, of the difficulty 
of finding places in college, and of the 
anxiety caused by the delay, he will take 
steps to expedite the publication of the 
result ; and will he say whether there is 
any reason for the delay. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I must refer the 
hon. Member to a reply I gave toa similar 
Question on March 13th last.t I may, 





+ See (4) Debates, cliii., 1106. 














985 Questions. 


however, add that I hope that it may be 
possible to publish the results of the ex- 
aminations held in December last and at 
Easter somewhat earlier than I then 
anticipated. 


Education Bill Finance. 

Mr. ASHLEY : I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Education whether, 
in arriving at the sum of £1,000,000 pro- 
vided in the Education Bill, he based his 
estimate on the prospective increase of 
local burdens consequent upon the Bill, or 
on the existing amount of the education 
rate; and on what principle of calculation 
he has specified the sum mentioned which 
apparently provides only a sum of £70 
for each voluntary school in England and 
Wales. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I must refer the hon. 
Member to my Answer to a similar Ques- 
tion which he asked me on April 26th.7 I 
have nothing to add to that Answer. I[ 
do not think it in the public interest to 
enter upon any argumentative defence or 
explanation of provisions in the Education 
Bill by means of Question and Answer, 
which ean better be dealt with in Com- 
mittee of the House upon the Bill. 


Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley) : When can we have the basis 
of these figures? Will it be so that we 
can make inquiries before the Committee 
stage is reached ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I will communicate 
with the Chancellor of the Exchequer on 
the subject. 


Hull Education Committee--Offer of 
Scholarships. 

*Sm SEYMOUR KING: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Edu- 
cation whether he is aware that the 
Hull Education Committee offered free 
scholarships by an entrance exami- 
nation for boys and girls who wished to 
enter upon an engagement as pupil 
teachers in any public elementary school 
in the city in the years 1905, 1906, and 
1907, tenable for two years at a secondary 
school to the successful candidates at such 
examination, and subsequently voted bur- 
saries to successful candidates of the value 
of ten pounds each for the like period, 
such bursaries to be paid to the parents 
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or guardians towards their maintenance ; 
that twelve Roman Catholic girls, children 
of ratepayers, who were successful candi- 
dates and intending to become pupil 
teachers in Roman Catholic schools, 
desired to receive their education as 
stated in their application at the recog- 
nised Roman Catholic pupil teachers’ 
centre (an institution which has _ been 
erected and equipped by the Roman 
Catholic body out of their own funds at 
a cost of £8,000), and were deprived of 
their bursaries by the action of the Non- 
comformist majority of the Hull City 
Council on the ground that they must 
attend a council secondary school ; and 
will he say whether the Hull Roman 
Catholic secondary school is recognised 
by the Board of Education as a secondary 
school without any limitation ; whether 
the Board of Education has only tem- 
porarily recognised the council schools as 
secondary schools, and affixed as a condi- 
tion of such recognition that they be 
brought up to standard by next year; 
and what steps he proposes to take to en- 
sure that due consideration shall be given 
to denominations who are doing the work 
of secondary education so as to comply 
with the Education Act, 1902. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I have no official in- 
formation as to the particulars mentioned 
by the hon. Member in the first part of 
his Question. The Hull Roman Catholic 
secondary school has been recognised by 
the Board for the school year 1905-1906. 
In regard to the continued recognition of 
three council schools in Hull as secondary 
schools, the Board have communicated 
2ertain conditions as to necessary improve- 
ments in the teaching staff and other 
matters, on the fulfilment of which that 
recognition must depend. The concluding 
paragraph raises a somewhat difficult 
point as to the limitations upon local 
authorities’ powers in regard to the point 
at issue, under existing legislation. 


*Sirn SEYMOUR KING: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman approve of Roman 
Catholics being deprived altogether of 
education in the secondary schools. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Certainly not, Sir. 


Provided Schools without Religious 
eaching. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): I beg to ask the President of 
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the Board of Education whether he can 
state the nnmber of provided schools in 
‘ngland in which there is no religious 
teaching ; and whether he can state the 
usual characteristics of the religious 
teaching which is given in provided 
schools. 


Questions. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I have no information 
on the subject. But a Return has been 
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moved for in another place which, so soon | 


as it is completed, will provide a consider- | C r { 
| Act of 1903, of which they get notice 


able amount of information the 


subject. 


upon 


Lorp R. CECIL: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say when the Return will be 
completed ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am as anxious as 
the 
pleted as soon as possible. But I have 
not the least control over the matter. 


Zoological Gardens. 
Mr. MYER: [beg toask the Secretary 
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property already belonged ; how does the 
Treasury insure that every transaction 
represents a real sale ; is money advanced 
by the Treasury in Great Britain to 
finance transactions of this character ; 
and will he name any statutory authority 
for the Treasury making itself a party to, 


/and the State responsible for such trans- 


actions in Ireland. 


Mr. McKENNA: The Treasury in- 
tervene in cases under the Land Purchase 


from (1) the Judicial Commissioner (2) 


| the 


Estates Commissioners or (3) the 


| Land Judge, and in which public funds 


noble Lord that it should be com- | 


to the Treasury whether the Government, | 


taking into consideration the crowded 
state of the Zoological Gardens at holiday 
time, and the danger of panic arising, 
will make it one of the conditions of their 
tenancy that the Zoological Society shall 
in the interest of public safety construct 
an additional subway connecting — the 
northern portion of the gardens with the 
southern. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): I do not think the facts 
of the case would justify the course pro- 
posed by my hon. friend, but I under- 
stand that the society have in contempla- 
tion the provision of an additional subway. 


Irish Land Act—Treasury Interventions. 

*Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
to state by whom the ‘Treasury is moved 
to intervene in cases under the 


are or may be affected. They were not 
parties to the case of King-Harman and 
Hayes, and I gave in my Answer on 
Wednesday last+ the reason why the 
Treasury do not consider that there is 
any ground on which they could inter- 
vene. I do not feel able to add anything 
to that Answer. 


*Mr. GINNELL: But how do they 
distinguish between these transactions 
and other cases of swindling ? 


Mr. McKENNA: 
to see whether any liability is likely 
to accrue to public funds, and in 
the King-Harman case they were in- 
formed that the security was adequate. 


The Treasury has 


Island of Lewis—Shader Landing Place. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland if he will state the 
cause of the delay in proceeding with 
the construction of a landing place at 
Shader Point, Island of Lewis, for which 
the Congested Districts Board made a 
grant some time since. 


THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Sincuatk, Forfarshire): On the 


5th January, 1906, the county council 


Trish | 


Land Act of 1903 ; can it intervene mofz | 
proprio; will it immediately test the | 


validity of the decision in King-Harman 


and Hayes, or any of the numerous cases | 
now ruled by that decision, in which | 


money was paid as price and bonus on | 
house property to a person to whom that | 
property did not belong, by a fictitious | 


sale to a person to whom the house 


made certain proposals for carrying out 
this work with the aid of a grant offered 
by the Congested Districts Board on 4th 
June, 1901, and on 18th January the 
Board consented. The matter therefore 
lies with the county and parish councils 
who have not made any statement as to 
their action. 


Lochs School Board. 
WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
he is aware 


Mr. 
tary for Scotland whether 


+ See cols, 577-8. 
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that the election of a school board for the 
parish of Lochs, Island of Lewis, was re- 
cently rendered void through some of the 
nomination papers not reaching the 
returning officer by the date specified ; 
and, seeing that this was due to the 
notice of the election not being posted on 
the school door sufficiently early, will the 
returning officer be asked to arrange for 
the election notices to be posted on the 
school door in future, early enough to 
admit of nomination papers sent by post 
from the Park District reaching Storno- 
way in time to be valid, especially 
having regard to the fact that a delay of 
some days occurs before letters posted in 
some parts of the Park District reach 
Stornoway. 


Mr SINCLAIR: The Department is 
hot aware that the recent election failed 
through any irregularity on the part of 
the returning officer. A copy of the 
hon. Member's Question has, however, 
heen sent to the Clerk of the School 
Board, who is to act again as returning 
oflicer at the new election which has 
heen ordered, and the attention of the 
latter has been specially called to the 
provisions of the Departmental General 
Order which relate to the nomination of 
candidates. 


Vig Valuation Roll. 
Mr.WEIR : I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland, whether he is aware that 
out of 670 persons on the valuation roll 
for the parish of Uig, Island of Lewis, 
no less than 546 have no vote for school 
hoard elections, by reason of their 
rentals being less than £4; and, seeing 
that this results in schools being placed 
under the control of the factor and chiefly 
large farmers, Mr. Orrock, the pro- 
prietor’s factor, being chairman of three 
of the four school boards in the island, 
will he take such steps as may be 
necessary to extend the school board 
franchise to all persons entitled to vote 
at Parliamentary and county council 

elections. . 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I have to refer the 
hon. Member to my Answer to_ his 
Question of 26th March. Pending the 
issue of the Return, I can express no 
opinion as to the correctness of the figures 
quoted by the hon. Member. The com- 
position of the board is as follows :— 





t See (4) Debates, cliv., 834. 
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one farmer, two United Free Church 
ministers, one crofter, one merchant, one 
factor, one hotel keeper and small farmer. 
It is therefore not the case that the 
schools are placed under “ the control of 
the factor and chiefly large farmers.” 


Hamana Croft Dispute. 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness): I beg 
to ask the Secretary for Scotland if he is 
aware that the Congested Districts Board 
in May last year, by their factor, let a 
croft at Hamana, Glendale, to John 
Campbell, Glasphein, Glendale; that 
John Campbell has taken possession of 
this croft, and that the Congested 
Districts Board have applied for interdict 
against him; and having regard to the 
difficulty a crofter has in opposing the 
Congested Districts Board in a court of 
law, will he have inquiries made into the 
case, and in the meantime ask for pro- 
ceedings to be delayed. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: Inquiries are being 
made. 


Fees on Appointment as Magistrates. 

Sir J. JARDINE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary for Scotland what fees 
are made by persons appointed to be 
justices of the peace, to whom paid, 
and for what services ; and whether any 
distinction is made between nominated 
justices and justices ea officio. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: For services in 
connection with intimation of appoint- 
ment and attendance at administration 
of oaths a 5s. fee on qualifying is payable 
to the clerk of the peace by every 
justice of the peace. 


Report of the Crofters’ Commission. 

Mr. MORTON (Sutherland): I beg to 
ask the Secretary for Scotland if he will 
explain why the Report of the Crofters’ 
Commission for 1905, which was laid 
upon the Table of the House on 
April 11th, has not yet been circulated 
or even supplied to the Library. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The printing of the 
Report has just been completed, and 
copies of the Report will be circulated 
this week. 

Scottish Local Government and Fishery 
Board Reports. 


Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask_ the 
Secretary for Scotland if he will say 
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when the Annual Reports of the Local 
Government Board and the Fishery 
Board (Scotland) will be in the hands of 
Members. 


Questions. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The Report of 
the Fishery Board is in the printers’ 
hands and will be published without 
delay ; that of the Local Government 
Board is on the point of being finally 
adjusted and will probably be available 
to hon. Members about a month hence. 


Roxboro Boad School; Limerick. 
Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 


the Attorney-General for Ireland whether 


he can say who is now the tenant of the 
Roxboro Road School, Limerick ; how 
long is the present tenant in occupation ; 
are these premises held under any trust, 
or does the tenant occupy any ofticial 
or public position or office. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Cuerry, Liverpool, 
Exchange): I have referred the hon, 


Members’ Question to the Commissioners 
of Education in Ireland, and am informed 
by the secretary to that body that the 
next meeting of the Standing Committee 
will be held on the 10th inst., after which 
a Report will be forwarded to me. I 
shall communicate the substance of the 
Report to the hon. Member as soon as I 
receive it. 


Mr. JOYCE: I beg to. ask Mr. 
Attorney-General for Ireland whether, 
during the progress of the recent general 
election, he wrote to the town clerk of 
Limerick to the effect that as soon as the 
elections were over he would take the 
case of the Roxboro Road School in hand ; 
and, if so, what steps he has taken since 
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that time in fulfilment of that under- 
taking. 


Mr. CHERRY: I have made full 
inquiries as to this matter, and find that 
the school referred to was originally built 
in 1837 at a cost of £1,672, of which sum 
the greater part was presented by the 
grand juries of the county and county of 
the city of Limerick. The school was 
discontinued in the year 187?, and the 
school buildings fell into dilapidation, 
Possession of these buildings was after- 
wards acquired by the incumbent of 
Trinity Church, Limerick, in consideration 
of a sum of £20 from a Mrs. Hall, who 
claimed ownership of same. Her title 
appears to have been doubtful, and 
ultimately the clergyman referred to 
agreed to pay an annual rent of £20 to 
the Commissioners of Education for same. 
The annual cost of repairs of the premises, 
however, exceeds this sum, so that the 
property is practically valueless ; and the 
only endowment attached to the school 
consists of a sum of £63 1s. 6d. Consols 
and £64 3s. 7. cash. The cost of any 
legal proceedings by way of information 
or otherwise to settle a scheme for this 
school would most probably far exceed 
the total value of the property involved, 
and I have consequentiy decided not to 
institute any such proceedings. 


Future Tenants in Ireland. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Treland if he will grant the following 
Return on the Paper in the name of the 
hon. Member for North Westmeath. 


Future Tenants (Ireland) — Return 
showing, by counties, in the subjoined 
form, the number of persons now in 
Ireland excluded from the land courts as 
future tenants :— 





| Not physically evicted by Sherit!, but created Future 
Tenants by— 





ee es eee Physically 
County. | evicted by Totals. 
| Land Law | Aeceptance sheriff. 
| Land Law } Act, 1887, |of court lease|Other means, 
| Act, 1881. | Section 7. jorargeement. 























Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | Land Commission inform me that they 


LAND (Mr. Bryce, Aberdeen, 8.): The | 


have no materials from which they could 
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supply the information asked for, and I 
am therefore unable to grant the Return. 
It is obvious that the information could 
only be obtained, if at all, by exhaustive 
local inquiries extending over the whole 
of Ireland. 


Irish Teachers’ Salaries. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the salaries of teachers of Irish 
primary schools are only two-thirds of 
English and four-sevenths of those of 
Scotch teachers ; whether having regard 
to the difficulty of finding a sufficient 
supply of properly qualified teachers in 
some districts, he will take any steps to 
remedy this difference; and if so, at 
what time and in what manner he pro- 
poses to do so. 


Mr. BRYCE: The Commissioners of 
National Education have furnished me 
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| 


with figures which show that the fact is | 


substi intially as stated in the first part of | 


the Question so far as regards the masters, 
but that in the case of the mistresses the | 
difference between Irish salaries and 
those 
In the opinion of the Commissioners, 
these differences are largely due to the | 
greater amount of local aid given in | 
Great Britain, and to the fact that 
schools in Ireland are relatively far more 
numerous and consequently far smaller 
than in Great Britain. 1 have already 
stated that the whole question of National 
School teacher’s salaries is to receive 
consideration, but I can make no further 
statement on the subject at present. 


Irish Representative Church Body's 
Estates. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland what 
is the number, Poor Law valuation, and 
present rental of the landed estates held 
in Ireland, either as owners in fee or 
mortgagees, by the Irish Representative 
Chureh Body, the counties in which they 
are respectiv ‘ely situated, the amount of the 
mortgage on each estate. the number of 
such estates sold under the Land Purchase 
Acts, 1885, 1391, 1896, and 1903 respec- 
tiy ely, with the average price paid in each 
Case. 


| 
| 
| 


| 
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Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
Land Commission that the only informa- 
tion asked for in this Question which 
they are in a position to give, is that 
relating to sales under the Land Purchase 
Acts by the Representative Church Body. 
Under the Act of 1885, one holding in 
county Cork was sold in 1887, for £1,000, 
which amounted to twenty years purchase 
of the rent; and one holding in county 
Leitrim was sold in 1894 for £750, being 
seventeen years purchase. Under the 
Act of 1896, one holding in county Clare 
was sold in 1900 for £2,100, being twenty 
years purchase. Under the Act of 1903, 
one holding in county Kilkenny was 
sold in 1905 for £460, being twenty-three 
years purchase. 


Questions. 


Kerry Evicted Tenants. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL : [beg to 
‘ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland how many evicted 
tenants have been reinstated in county 
Kerry under the operation of the Land 
Act 1903 ; what estates are these situated 
| on; how many other evicted tenants have 
sent in applications for reinstatement ; 
and whether, seeing the disappointment 


: Aan |and suffering caused to these people by 
in Great Britain is less marked. | . itt. : 


the delay in having them reinstated, 


| steps will be taken to give such further 





| 





powers to the Estates Commissioners as 
| they may need to reinstate every evicted 


tenant in his former holding in the 
| shortest possible time. 
Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Com- 


| missioners have received information of 


restoration, up to 30th April, of thirty- 
five evicted tenants in county Kerry, 
namely, twenty-five on the Warden 
Estate, two on ‘the Listowel Estate, and 


one each on the Murphy, Harley, 
MecCartie, Coltsman, Mahony, Day, 
Fitzgerald, and Sandes Estates. The 


Commissioners have received applications 
for reinstatement from 430 other evicted 
tenants in the same county. As I have 
already announced, an additional staff 
of inspectors to inquire into the claims 
of evicted tenants has now been appointed, 
and these will enter upon their work 
without delay, as I stated last Thursday. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Will the 
right hon, Gentleman make representa- 
tions to the Estates Commissioners not to 
sanction sales of estates unless the 
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untenanted lands on the estates are sold 
with them. 


Mr. BRYCE: I will convey to the 
Commissioners any information the hon. 
Member may have, but I cannot interfere 
with their discretion. 


Questions, 


Rae Estate, Keel, County Kerry. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL : [beg to 
ask .the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Congested Districts Board have inspected 
and offered a price for the Rae Estate, 
Keel, county Kerry, at present held by 
the Irish Church Body; whether that 
price has been several times refused by 
them ; and whether, if tenants in con- 
gested districts who are willing to pay 
the price fixed by a Government valuer 
are thus prevented from getting the 
benefits of the Land Purchase Act by 


syndicates of this class, steps will he | 


taken to have the law so amended as to 
give compulsory powers to the Congested 
Districts Board to deal with all such cases. 

Mr. BRYCE: Iam afraid that I am 
not in a position to add anything to’ the 
reply which I gave to the hon. Member's 
similar Question on 5th March. 


Flogging in Irish Convict Prisons. 

Mr. HAZLETON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
certain breaches of prison discipline in 
convict prisons in Ireland are punishable 
by flogging, whilst for exactly similar 
breaches of discipline in local prisons in 
England flogging is, under no circum- 
stances, permitted; and whether, in 


the advisability of abolishing flogging 
altogether as a method of punishment 
for breaches of discipline in convict 
prisons. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am informed that in 


both convict and local prisons in England | 





| on the estate. 


'of Ireland whether agreements for pur- 


| mellick, Queen’s County ; and whether 


/ occupation of a planter who came into 
| possession since January, 1901; and can 
he 


flogging is legal and permitted for the | 


or servant of the prison. In Ireland, 
flogging in local prisons is not legal in 
any circumstances ; and flogging in con- 
vict prisons is in fact permitted for the 
same offences as in England, although 





+ See (4) Dehates, cliii., 56, 57. 
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view otf this difference, he will consider | : i 


> . . . ‘ Pe lq ’ aghithy « elaims is farm. 
offences of mutiny, incitement to mutiny, ; the locality and claims his farn 


and gross personal violence to an officer | 
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its infliction is not confined by law to 


these particular cases. So far, therefore, 
as there isa difference, the use of this 
punishment is more restricted in Irish 
prisons than in English. As I informed 
the hon. Member recently, flogging is 
rarely resorted to in Ireland, one case 
only having occurred in 1905. 


Mr. HAZLETON : How many repre- 
sentations have been received from the 
Transvaal Government with regard to 
the flogging of British subjects in Irish 
prisons + 


Mr. BRYCE: I have no knowledge 
of that. 


Lord De Vesci and Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen's County, Os- 
sory): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant 0: Ireland whether 
he will instruct the Estates Commissioners 
to approach Lord De Vesci, Abbeyleix, 
who has recently succeeded to the 
property, with a view to the restoration 
of his evicted tenants, eleven in number, 
there being 400 acres of untenanted land 


Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that it their 
intention to approach the owner in this 
case, in accordance with the regulations 
of 13th February last. 


is 


Mrs. Adair’s Mountmellick Estate. 
Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
chase have reached the Estates Commis- 
on the estate of Mrs. Adair, near Mount- 
he is aware that one of those is in the 
say what course the Estates Com- 


missioners propose taking in this case, in 
view of the fact that the evicted tenant Is 


Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that agreements for 
purchase on this estate have recently been 


lodged with them. The tenancy in one of ( 


the casesisdescribed as a “future tenancy 
created in December, 1902. The course 
adopted by the Commissioners in th 
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Questions. 


case of recently 
indicated in my reply to the Question of 
the hon. Member for North Westmeath 
on Wednesday last. ‘The Commissioners 
are unable to say what decision they may 
arrive at in this particular case until an 
inspector has visited the estate and 
reported on the case. 


Mullaghduff Evicted Tenant. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): Lbeg to ask the Chief Secretary 


tothe Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the Estates Commissioners have received 
an application for reinstatement and a 
resolution from the Derrylin Branch ed 
the United Irish League on behalf « 
Patrick M’Avinne, an evicted tenant — 
was evicted from his farm in Mullaghduff, 
now held by Timothy Murphy at a rent 
of £20, Patrick M’Avinne’s rent having 
been £33 lls. 5d.; and, if so, whether, 
in view of the fact that this man was 
evicted for non-payment of one year of 
heavy rack rent, and the sufferings of 
himself and his family, especial attention 
will be given to his ease. 


Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that they have received 
the application and resolution referred to, 
and will duly inquire into and consider 
the application, 


Irish County Court Criers. 


Carprain CRAIG (Down, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the criers of certain county 
courts in Ireland are in the habit of 
levying fees from suitors in respect of the 
grant and transfers of licences, decrees in 
equity cases, remitted and jury cases, and 
other proceedings ; will he say whether 
the salary of county court criers is so 
small as barely to defray their travelling 
expenses ; whether he will take any steps 


stop to the exactions above referred to; 
and whether he will consider the advisa- 
bility of providing more adequate salaries 
tor the criers. 


Mr. BRYCE: 
to the effect stated in the first part of the | 
Question. If any illegal exactions are | 
made, as alle eged, the matter would 
appear to be one for the county court 
judge to deal with. The salaries of the 
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criers, which are fixed by statute, are 
intended to remunerate them for their 
services and expenses. It is the duty of 
county councils to pay these salaries, but 
beyond this, neither the council nor the 
Local Government Board have any juris- 
diction in the matter. I am not aware 
_ that the salaries are inadequate. 


Questions. 


Morrogh Bernard Estate, Kerry. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 

Morrogh Bernard estate, county Kerry, 
| hi as vet come before the Estates Commis- 
eset in connection with proceedings 
| for sale; whether he is aware that no 
settlement has been carried out for the 
reinstatement of some evicted tenants 
whose farms are still vacant ; and whether 
he will take steps to prevent any sale 
being sanctioned on this estate until all 


the evicted tenants are satisfactorily 
dealt with. 
Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Commis- 


sioners inform me that an originating 
application in respect of the sale of 
this estate was lodged with them on 
January 2nd, 1906. ‘The Commissioners 
have been in communication with the 
vendor upon the subject of the restoration 
of the evicted tenants, and the applica- 
tions of these persons have been referred 
to an inspector for inquiry and report. 
The inspector’s report has not yet been 
considered by the Commissioners, and in 
the meantime they are unable to say 
what action they will take in the matter. 


Irish Land Commission Staff. 

Mr. HAZLETON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that since 
1903 a number of appointments under 
the [Irish Land Commission have been 


| given to persons having no previous con- 


nection with that office over the heads of 
others who have been continuously em- 
ployed in it for periods up to sixteen 
years ; and, if so, whether this practice is 


| to be continued. 


I am not aware to what 


Mr. BRYCE: 


I have no information | particular appointments the hon. Member 


refers. A skilled accountant was recently 
‘appointed assistant to the head of a 
department in the Land Commission, 
under circumstances which I explained on 
Thursday last in Answer to a Question by 
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the hon. Member for the Leix Division, + 
and several clerks with legal qualifications 
have also been appointed from time to 
time. The work of the Land Commission 
has greatly expanded since the passing of 
the Act of 1903, and the appointments 
mentioned have been necessary. The 
claims of the existing staff to promotion 
are recognised in all fit cases. 


Questions. 


Irish Agricultural Inquiry Committee. 


Mr. HAMMOND (Carlow): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the resolution recently 
adopted by the County Carlow Joint 
Technical Instruction Committee to the 
effect that, in view of the Government’s 
pledge to govern Ireland according to 
Irish ideas, the Committee desired to ex- 
press its dissatisfaction with the constitu- 
tion of the Lord-Lieutenant’s Committee 
appointed to inquire into the working of 
the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction, Ireland, and sug- 
gesting that Irish educational interests 
should be represented on the Committee ; 
and if he will recommend the adoption of 
this suggestion, 


Mr. BRYCE: I have received the 
resolution referred to. If effect were to 
be given to all the suggestions that have 
been made for the enlargement of the 
Committee, it would reach unmanageable 
dimensions. Ample opportunity will be 
given for bringing before the Committee 
such educational matters as fall within 
its scope, and it already contains members 
well qualified to deal with those matters. 


Clare Slob Lands. 

Mr. HALPIN (Clare, W.): To ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that tenants holding 
small farms on the River Fergus, County 
Clare, the valuation being from £50 to 
£60, are obliged to keep up the banks, 
in some cases half a mile in length, that 
protect slob lands valued at £3,500, and 
that, if the bank is broken by the tide in 
stormy weather damage may be done to 
the tenants on the slob lands of the large 
valuation; and will he take steps to 
secure that the tenants or tenant on the 
small holding shall not be responsible 
for such damage. 





+ See Column 701 2. 
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*Mr. BRYCE: The question is being 
investigated by a Royal Commission, and 
any facts of this nature might be laid 
before the Commission by the hon, 
Member. 


Infant Mortality. 

Mr. GODFREY BARING (Isle of 
Wight): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether his attention has 
been called to that passage in the Report 
of the Registrar-General dealing with the 
high death rate amongst infants; and 
whether he has considered the desirability 
of appointing a Royal Commission to 
inquire into infantile mortality and its 
causes. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Surling Burghs): 
My attention has been called to the part 
of the Report referred to. The subject 
of infant mortality and its causes is 
receiving the careful consideration oi 
the Government, but we do not see 
our way at present to the appointment 
of a Royal Commission to inquire into 
this most important subject. 


Fair Wage Clause in Government Con 
tracts. 


Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.): 1 beg t 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury, 
whether, in view of the fact that the fai 
wage clause in Government contracts doe 
not preclude unfair or sweating firms 
from tendering for, and obtaining such 
contracts, he will consider the advisability 
of appointing a small Committee of the 
House to revise and bing up to date such 
fair wage clause in order to meet the 
practical purpose to which the principle 
of fair wage was intended to apply. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
No, Sir, it is not thought necessary t 
appoint such a Committee as the hon 
Member suggests. ‘There may no doubt 
be isolated instances in which the evil 
which the fair wages clause was designed 
to prevent still arise in connection with 
Government contracts, but there is every 
reason to believe that the clause is a very 
effective instrument against sweating, ant 
that cases of evasion rarely pass UD 
detected, From inquiries I have made ! 
think the hon. Member may rest assuret 
that the various Departments concernel 
have taken the necessary steps to secur 
the equitable operation of this clause. 
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Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 159.] 
Bill 


re-committed to a Committee 


of the whole House for Monday next. 





1000 1001 Housing of the Working 
ing} Mr. O'GRADY: Will the right hon. | 
and Gentleman give instructions to the | 
laid J rious Government Departments de- | 
hon, § fning the real meaning of the clause. 
Sin H. CAMPBELL BANNERMAN : 
B\ will inquire whether such instructions | 
© Olff re necessary. | 
rd of ; 
1 has 
sport Plural Voting Bill. 
h the@ Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
and Prime Minister whether it is intended 
‘lity Jo pass the Plural Voting Bill during the 
N to yresent session; and whether it is his 
d its Bsurpose to follow the constitutional 
ractice and recommend His Majesty to 
gt Pissolve Parliament immediately follow- 
r Hes the passage of a measure which would 
chs): Feet a fundamental change in the system | 
“part electoral representation. 
De si H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
es is % in H. CA dMha BAY NN ITus AN: 
n of (2m sorry to say anything which would 
see @ “Sappoint the hon, Member of the fulfil- 
ment fy Lent of his obvious desire that after the 
into B8sing of this Bill there should he the 
euliest possible appeal to the country. 
but | can really see no reason for adopt- 
Con. '¢ the course that he suggests. No 
oubt in the case of the passage of large 
ag tof Leform Bills it has been the practice to 
sury.g issolve Parliament purely as a matter 
» far £ Parliamentary convenience. _ Impor- 
s doef aut though it is, the Plural Voting Bill 
frm! hardly a Reform Bill of the first 
such 2agnitude, and even if it were I am not 
pility Ware of any constitutional understand- 
f the) 1g oF usage tending to prevent Parlia- 
. such 2ent from continuing its labours after 
t theg ne Bill had passed. From the point of 
neipleg 'ew ot Parliamentary convenience | 
annot help thinking that the dissolution 
_ @rbich the hon. Member so ardently 
IAN: @ esires would be generally regarded as 
ry lm ndesirable. 
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doubt Mr. CROOKS: Will the right hon. 


evik#fentleman consider the importance of 
signed # vetting the Bill through the House before 


with 
every 
» very 
v, and 
s ul 
nade | 
ssurel 
ernel 
secult 
sé. 


he Dulwich election ! It would be very 
ielpful. 


|No Answer was returned. | 


CROWN LANDS BILL. 
Keported from the Select Committee, 
without Amendment. 


DEAN FOREST BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
without Amendment. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
he printed. [No. 160.] 


Bill re-committed to a Committee of 
the whole House for Monday next. 


NEW BILLS, 


EDUCATION OF THE BLIND BILL. 

“To provide for the Technical 
Education, Employment, and Maintenance 
of the Blind,” presented by Mr. Stead- 
man ; supported by Mr. Summerbell, Mr. 
Crooks, and Mr. Clynes; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday, June 19th, 
and to be printed. [Bill 195.] 


GROCERWS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To abolish Dealers’ or Grocers’ 
Licences in Scotland,” presented by Mr, 
Rainy ; supported by Mr. Crombie, Mr. 
Dalziel, Mr. Lamont, Mr. Findlay, and 
Mr. Cameron Corbett; to be read a 
second time upon Monday, May 28th, 
and to be printed. [Bill 196.] 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
ACTS AMENDMENT BLLL. 
Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That Sir John Dickson-Poynder be a 
Member of the Select Committee on the 
Housing of the Working Classes Acts 
Amendment Bill." —(Mr, Whiteley.) 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
expressed a hope that this Motion would 
not be pressed at the moment. The Bill 
was intended to recast the law with 
regard to housing, giving railway and 
tramway companies certain powers that 
they did not possess in the matter, while 
also conferring a power to amend the by 
laws framed to secure adequate housing 


oO 
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accommodation for labourers in rural 
districts. He complained that no Mem- 
ber of the Labour Party occupied a place 
on the Committee which was to deal with 
a question with which the working 
classes were ultimately concerned. If the 
Motion were pressed they might have 
to press the opposition to the fullest 
extent the forms of the House would 
permit. 


Housing of the Working 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY or THE TREASURY (Mr. GEorGrE 
WuitE.ey, Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) said 
that he was sorry he could not accept the 
view of the hon. Member. He denied tlie 
statement that there was no Member of 
the Labour Party on the Committee. It 
was not the turn of the Labour Party for 
which the hon. Member spoke to have a 
representative on this Committee ; it was 
the turn of the Labour Party sitting on 
the Government side of the House. The 
Labour Party as a whole had the right 
to one representative on the Committee, 
but the Labour Party was divided and 
sat on both sides of the House. He had 
tried to observe a scrupulous attitude of 
fairness and justice throughout the ses- 
sion in the appointment of Members to 
these Committees, and he maintained that 
the Labour Party sitting on the Opposition 
Benches had received more favourable 
treatment from the Government than 
ever before. For example, last week 
the Local Taxation Committee was 
appointed, and on that Committee there 
was a representative of the Independent 
Labour Party. For the Income Tax 
Committee, selected two or three days 
later, he had purposely left out from the 
names of the Committee a representative 
of the Labour Party on the other side 
and had included a member of the Party 
from the Government side of the House. 
The hon. Member for Barnard Castle and 
the hon. Member for Leicester came to him 
and represented that, as this Income Tax 
Committee was one directly affecting the 
labour interest, it was not fair to leave 
out of that Committee a representative 
of the Independent Labour — Party. 
He thought the argument was a good 
one, and after consultation with the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer he included 
the hon. Member for Merthyr on that 
Committee. He had to ask the assent 
of the Irish Party and of the Opposition 
to the enlargement of that Committee, 
and there was some little difficulty, and 


Mr. Keir Hardie. 
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he had further to enlarge it in order to 
preserve the balance. Of the two Com- 
mittees—the Income Tax Committee and 
the Housingiof the Working Classes Com- 
mittee — hon. Members below the 
gangway said they would prefer the 
nomination of a member of the Indepen- 
dent Labour Party on the former.  [* No, 
no.”| The hon. Member for Barnard 
Castle if he were present would bear 
him out on that. 


Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester) said that both the hon. Member 
for Barnard Castle and himself said that 
the Housing of the Working Classes 
Committee was a matter which would 
have to be discussed when it came before 
the House. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY said the 
hon. Member was quite right. ‘The hon. 
Member said they would not pledge 
themselves in any way, and he replied :— 
*No. Lam telling you what I intend to 
do. When we nominate the Housing 
of the Working Classes Committee 
we shall nominate a Labour Member 
from this side andi not from that.” 
The hon. Member for Merthyr claimed 
for the Labour Party double the amount 
of representation that they were entitled 
to. If they got that representation who 
was to suffer? Was the Irish Party, the 
Opposition, or the Liberal Party to suffer | 
The Liberal Party nominated only eight 
members instead of nine and then there 
was the Labour Party sitting on the 
Liberal side of the House, whose interest 
and welfare he declined to sacrifice to 
the hon. Members below the opposite 
gangway. 


Mr, CROOKS (Woolwich) rose to 


continue the discussion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. There 
can only be one speech on each side. 


Mr. CROOKS: Then may I move the 
substitution of another name for that of 
Sir John Dickson-Poynder ! 


*¥Mr. SPEAKER: No; the Question 


having been put must now be decided. 
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Question put. 


4cland, Francis Dyke 
jcland-Hood, RtHn.SirAlexF. 
idkins, W. Ryland 
jgar-Robartes, Hon. T. C. 
jonew, George William 
\insworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 
inson, Sir William Reynell 
Armitage, R. 

irmstrong, W. C. Heaton 
\shton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
\stbury, John Meir 
jubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.SirH 
baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury,E.) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, RtHn. A.J.(City Lond.) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Ralfour, Robert (Lanark) 
baring {Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
baring, Hon. Guy(Winchester) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, J. Emmott(Somerset) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry,N. 
Beach,Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, FE. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 

bellairs, Carlyon 

benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo. 
bertram, Julius 

fillson, Alfred 

firrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
flack, Arthur W.( Bedfordshire 
boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
lowles, G. Stewart 

race, William 

dranch, James 

lridgeman, W. Clive 
ryce,Rt.Hn.James (Aberdeen 
ryce, J. A.(Inverness Burghs) 
suckmaster, Stanley O. 

‘urns, Rt. Hon. John 

surt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
butcher, Samuel Henry 
luxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
(airns, Thomas 

fameron, Robert 
(ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
larlile, E. Hildred 
larr-Gomm, H. W. 

astlereagh, Viscount 

auston, Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
ecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
fecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
(hance, Frederick William 
thanning, Francis Allston 
(heetham, John Frederick 
(herry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
“larke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Clough, W. 

loates, E.Feetham(Lewisham) 
‘oats, Sir T. Glen(Renfrew,W.) 





The 
Noes, 85. 


AYES. 


Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) | 
Collins, SirW.J.(S.Pancras, W.) | 
Corbett,C H(Sussex, E Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Cox, Harold 

Craig, C. Curtis (Antrim, 8S.) | 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, William J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) | 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh,S.) | 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N | 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. 
Duckworth, James 
Du Cros, Harvey 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunoon, Roberts(Lan’rk,Govan | 
Dunne, Major E. M. (Walsall) | 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fell, Arthur 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herbert J. | 
Glendinning, R. G. | 
Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haddock, George R. 

Hall, Frederick 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) | 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 


Akers- 
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divided :—Ayes, 335; 


Helmsley, Viscount 
Henderson,J.M. (Aberdeen, W.) 
Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon., S.) 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’d 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hill, Sir Clement(Shrewsbury) 
Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Hyde, Clarendon 

[llingworth, Percy H. 


Jackson, R. S. 


Jacoby, James Alfred 


Jardine, Sir J. 


Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohn H. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt.Hon.Col. W 


| Keswick, William 


King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lambert, George 

Lambton. Hon.FrederickWm. 
Lamont, Norman 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Lea, Hugh Cecil(St. Pancras, E. 
Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lockwood,Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col.CharlesW.( Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lupton, Arnold 

Lynch, H. B. 


| Macdonald,J.M.(FalkirkB’ ghs 


Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M:Callum, John M. 

M: Kenna, Reginald 

M Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
M:Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
Maddison, Frederick 


| Magnus, Sir Philip 


Mallet, Charles E. 
Mantield, Harry (Northants) 


; Markham, Arthur Basil 


Marks,G.Croydon( Launceston) 
Marks, H. H. (Kent) 


| Marnham, F. J. 


Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 


| Massie, J. 


Menzies, Walter 
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Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Middlemore,John Throgmorton 
Molteno, Percy Alfred 
Montagu, E. S. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) | 
Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, C. N. (Doncaster 
Nicholson, W. G. (Petersfield) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O’Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’Shee, James John 

Parker, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 
Paul, Herbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pollard, Dr. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Price, R. John (Norfolk, E.) 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W. E. B.(Bradford,E. 
Radford. G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael. Herbert H. 
Rawlinson, John Frederick P. 
Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Xees, J. D. 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rendall, Athelstan 

Renton, Major Leslie 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Baldwin, Alfred 

3arnard, E. B. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
Bennett. E. N. 

Blake, Edward 

Bottomley, Horatio 

Bull, Sir William James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Byles, William Pollard 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crooks, William 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dillon, John 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. 
Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duffy, William J. 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


Dixon 
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| Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 


' Rothschild, Hon. LionelWalter 


' Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 


' Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 


Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’h 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


Robertson, SirGScott(Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 


Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col.Thos.Myles 


Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, Chas. E.(Manchester) 
Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Silecock, Thomas Ball 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley,HnA.Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Starkey, John R. 

Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Tennant, E. P. (Salisbury) 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 





NOES. 


Fardell, Sir T. George 

Finch, Rt. eta George H. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Ginnell, L. 

Halpin, J. 

Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Hodge, John 

Hudson, Walter 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 

Law, Hugh Alexander 
Lundon, W. 

Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah(Down,S. )| 
MacVeigh, Chas. (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Kean, John 
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Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, F. ) 
Thomson, W.Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Torrance, A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Valentia, Viscount 

Verney, F. W. 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Vivian, Henry 

Wadsworth, J 

Wallace, Robert 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Ward, W. Dudley(Southar pn 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Williams, W. L. (Carmarthen) 
Williamson, A. (ElginandNairn 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wiils, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson,{Henry J. (York,'W.R.) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhouse,Sir J.T( Huddersf'd 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


M‘Killop, W. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murnaghan, George 

Hurphy, John 

Nolan, Joseph 

O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 


| O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
' O’Connor, T 
| O'Doherty, Philip 

| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


'. P. (Liverpool) 


O’Grady, J. 
O’Hare, Patrick 
O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. 


| O'Malley, William 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
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Redmond, William (Clare) Sullivan, Donal | Young, Samuel 

Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’m’t’n | Summerbell, T. | 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) Wardle, George J. | TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 


Seddon, J. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Snowden, P. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 


“That Major Dunne be one other mem- 
ber of the Select Committee on the 


Housing of the Working Classes Amend- | 


ment Bill."—(Mr. Whitely.) 


Mr. CROOKS said he rose to 
move the adjournment of the debate. 
The hon. Gentleman the Parliamentary 
Secretary of the Treasury did not 
understand the difference between 
their argument as to their right ocea- 
sionally—not on every Committee—to 
representation, and the argument the hon. 
Gentleman himself had used, because it 
was not fair to say that in the House 
there were two Labour Parties. There 
was only one Labour Party in the House. 
The representatives whom the — hon. 
Gentleman claimed as a Labour Party 
were elected to support the Liberal 


Party, pure and simple, and it was there- | 


fore a little invidious for the hon. Geuntle- 
man to choose from that Party certain 


Members, and deciare that they repre- | 


sented the Labour Party. They might 
just as well appoint a Liberal Member in 
the place of a Nationalist to serve ona 
Committee on the ground that he was a 
syipathiser with the cause of Home 
Rule. He objected to their taking a 
section of the Liberal Party 
declaring that it represented the Labour 


Watt, H. Anderson 
Wilkie, Alexander 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 


and | 


Ramsay Macdonald and 
| Mr. Barnes. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY said the 
| matter would have to be decided by the 
| House as to whether these Committees 
should be actually representative of the 
| House or not. The question to be decided 
was whether a Party which had only a 
| right to one-twenty-third representation 
could legitimately claim one-eleventh. 
He said they could not, and the 
hon. Grentleman’s argument that his Party 
was the only Labour Party in the House 
was, he ventured to say, a mistake al- 
together. Was not the hon. Member for 
Birkenhead a representative of Labour ? 
Was he not a greater expert in regard 
| to this matter than any hon. Member 
| below the gangway on the Opposition 
side? He would agree to the adjourn- 
ment of the debate on the understanding 
that the appointment of the Committee 
was put down as the second order to- 
morrow and the 11 o’clock rule suspended, 
so that the question could he settled 
after that hour. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 


BILL 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Party. The housing question — was | 
one of the questions which the! 


Labour Party could seriously claim to 
know something about, and they con- 
tended that they were entitled to a re- 
presentative on the Committee who really 
understood the lodger—the one-room 
man—side of the question. He hoped 
the hon. Gentlemon would allow’ the 


THe PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD or 
EDUCATION (Mr. Brrrect, Bristol, N.) 


I move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
| time.” 


debate to be adjourned, so that they | 


could have a qmet talk over the matter. | 


They did not want to enforce anything ; 
they rather wanted to encourage the 


hon. Gentleman to do the right thing. | 


He hegged to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the debate be now adjourned.” 
| Ay a, € ‘rooks. ) 


VOL. CLVI. [FourtH Series. | 


Mr. WYNDHAM (Dover): I have to 
; thank the Minister tor Education for 
| having informed me by a note which I 
| received some three hours ago that he 
intended to take the course which he has 
in fact pursued. It is the usual course, 
hut some doubts had been aroused in my 
| mind this morning when I read, in several 
important journals, a confident expecta- 
tion not only that the Minister tor 
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Education would speak first in support of | 
the Bill for which he is responsible, but | 


Education (England 


also, so it was stated, that he was in a 
position to announce two or three 
important concessions which might go far 
to mitigate the wrath that has been 
excited by the Bill before the House. 
Had he taken that course the Government 
would have invited us to a discussion. 
As he has not, the Government challenge 
us to a conflict; and we accept the | 
challenge. We have not to deal to-day 
with some imaginary Bill, amended in 
this or that particular, full of sweetness | 
and light. We have to deal with this 
Bill, and to it we offer a most uncom- 
promising opposition. With its five parts 
and its forty clauses, it opens up a field of 
acute controversy so vast that it would be 
impossible to survey it, and still less to 
traverse it, within the limits of any speech 
which I should dream of inflicting upon the 
House. But that does not make my task 
any the harder. Ido not feel under an 
obligation at this stage of our proceedings 
to deal in any detail with many of the | 
subsequent parts of the Bill, not because | 
we do not entertain very grave objections 
to Parts I, III, and LV, but because the | 
objections which lie against those parts on 
the merits are in every case enhanced by 
the nature and character of Part I. | 
think [ can make that plain without | 
making any undue draft upon the 
patience of the House. Part II seems to us | 
to call for very active opposition. It may 
be that the Minister in charge of the Bill 
will be able to allay some df our apprehen- 
sions. For my part I feel that no doubt, 
owing to the exigencies of time, he did 
not handle this part of the Bill in the 
First Reading debate so fully and_ so | 
explicitly as the occasion seemed to 
demand. If I understand Part I aright, 
under contingencies which are not remote 
and which may be brought very near 
when Part I is in full operation, the | 
training colleges of all denominations 
will be brought within the scope of 
Part I]. I shall be glad if that is not the 
case. It may be said that much of the 
language employed in Part II is copied 
from other enactments—the Charitable 
Trusts Acts and the Endowed Schools Act. 
I think that is true; but that does not 
mitigate our opposition to Part II of the 
Bill. Under the Charitable Trusts Acts 
the powers to make schemes were 
very limited. In every case of an endow- 
ment of a value greater than £50 a year) 
My. Wynthain. 
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action could only be taken with the 
consent of the governing bodies. In 
other cases, action could only be taken on 
application ; and in all those cases there 
was an appeal. Under the Endowed 
Schools Act the powers were greater, but 
the objects for which those powers could 
he used were far more limited. Those 
Acts were of a temporary character, 
They did not apply to any endowment 
in the future, in practice, at any rate, 
after the year 1869. They did not 
apply to any endowment even after the 
year 1819 except with consent. All this 
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| legislation, which did, I admit, place from 
| time to time considerable powers in the 


hands of the Charity Commissioners or of 
the Board of Education, was of a limited 
and temporary character, and, in practice, 
was only brought into play in order to 
abate something which could be regarded, 
if not as a scandal, at any rate as an in- 
evitable diversion of a trust from its 
original purpose. But this legislation in 
Part IL is not of a temporary character, 
and its purpose is not to better the 
application of funds in the direction of 
the intention of those who subscribed 
them. The whole intention of Part [Lis 
that the Board of Education—that is to 
say, the Government and the Minister of 
the day—should have power to operate 
on any endowment in order, not to abate 
a scandal, not to improve the application 
in accordance with the wishes of the 
original donors, but in order to render 
educational endowments—mark _ the 
words—“as serviceable as possible for 
educational purposes of the time.” It 
sounds a laudable object; but who 


|is the judge of what educational pur- 


poses are? [An Hon. Member: 
'The House of Commons.| The Board 
of Edueation; under Clause 33, sub- 


is the Board of Educa- 
Board of Educa- 
tion, which is to deem what an educational 
purpose is; because the power given to 
the Charity Commissioners under another 
section is only to state the fact that an 
endowment is connected with education, 
and not to define what an educational 
purpose is. Under Clause 16 of Part II, 
if | read it aright, this Board of Educa- 
tion, or any subsequent Board of 
Education, is bound to distinguish |e- 
tween what it deems to be an educational 
purpose and any denominational purpose, 
and is bound in every case, no matter 
what the trust deeds may say, or what 


section 2, it 
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the intention of the funds may have 
been, to subordinate the denominational 
purpose to what they deem to be an 
educational purpose. Part IL. legislates 
to this effect—that any denominational 
endowment is not an educational purpose, 
hut that it is another purpose, which, 
within narrow limits and by the good 
will and indulgence of a single Minister 
and his colleagues, may not be diverted 
entirely from the purpose for which the 
money Was originally bestowed. Under 
Part IL. all the limitations and all the 
restrictions as to the scope and object of 
the Charitable Trusts Acts and the 
Endowed Schools Act are swept away. 
All these powers, so enlarged, are con- 
centrated in the hands of a single Minister, 
and that Minister is absolved from doing 
what the Courts, whose direction is now 
withdrawn, have always done in the past 

from giving his jurisdiction in accord- 
ance with tke wishes of those who 
originally subscribed these sums. I will 
not elaborate that because I have already 
s;oken at greater length than I intended 
upon this point; but I may add that, if 
Part I. achieves the results which its 
authors seem to contemplate, if it destroys 
denominational teaching throughout all 
the elementary schools of the country, 
then the importance of other institutions 
to support the same object becomes less. 
It is diminished, and we come back to 


Part I. of the Bill. 


Education (England 


The same is the ease if I touch 
on Part III. I believe that under 
Part ILI. ‘* Miscellaneous Provisions,” 


heavy burdens, becoming increasingly 
onerous, will be placed upon the rates 
ot the rural districts of England. — It 
may be that in Clause IV. the Govern- 
ment have attempted to lighten the 
impact of that heavy weight. They say 
that for certain purposes only one quarter 
of the cost is to fall upon the parish. 


Yes, but they have omitted, and 
the omission is significant, the word 
“improvement.” One quarter of the 


cost of providing schools is to fall on 


the parish ; but in how many cases is a | 


completely new school going to be built, 
and in how many cases are the existing 
schools going to be enlarged? And for 
that there is no remedy in the only clause 
which attempts to mitigate the burden to 
fall on the rates. I admit that the | 
Government extend the period for the 
repayment of sums that have been} 
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borrowed ; but is that a blessing to the 
rural districts of England? We have 
heard hon. Gentlemen now sitting on the 
other side decry from these benches again 
and again the practice of saddiing 
posterity with the debts of the present. 
If that be unwise in the case of an Empire 
with a yearly income of from £150,000,009 
to £170,000,000, is it not folly, is it not 
madness, when you are dealing with a 
poor rural parish to say that debts may 
be incurred for purposes which few desire, 
and that the burden may be spread over 
nearly two generations ! There is also to 
be a grant-in-aid of £1,000,000. That 
will not go very far if Part I. is 
carried as it stands, and if it carries 
out the intentions of the authors 
of the Bill. And, on the other 
side of the account, so far as higher 
education is concerned, by withdrawing 
all the boroughs and all the urban districts 
with a population of 50,000, you have 
taken what | may call the rateable plum 
out of the country, and you leave only 
the poorest and most backward districts 
to bear the burden, it may be of fantastic 
experiments, in the direction of higher 
education. And for these experiments, 
conducted by an educational authority 
which for the purposes of quiet villagers 
is as remote as Whitehall, which does not 
know what their lives are, that authority 
is allowed, nay encouraged, to spend any 
amount of money, and to raise any rate 
it chooses. The 2d. limit is withdrawn. 
All this may be very well from the point 
of view of education. I say it is intoler- 
able when you increase the cost of educa- 
tion, not for an educational object, but 
for an object which has nothing to do 
with education. It might be right, 
though I think in that direction we ought 
to march prudently, to rate the rural 
districts up to any figure you please for 
the sake of higher education; but it 
cannot be right to do that when, at the 
same time, you are saddling them with 
the rent and with the cost of repairs of 
schools with which in the main they are 
very well satisfied. You are adding that 
charge to the cost of education, and, there- 
fore, the objections which lie against Parts 
II. and ILI. on the merits are enhanced 
because of the nature of Part I. of 
the Bill. 


I am not going to be led away into dis- 
cussing Part IV. of the Bill. On the 
face of it it seems to me to be flagrantly 
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unjust to England, because Members who 
sit for Welsh seats are going to speak and 
to vote during the whole of the debates 
on Part I. of the Bill, which applies to 
England, but they will go off with 
separate benefits. They will be made 
the absolute arbiters of the fate of every 
man who differs from them in religion 
from one end of Wales to the other. 
There is not in the House of Commons a 
single Unionist Member from Wales. 
There is not a single Welsh county 
council upon which Churchmen have a 
majority or even an effective voice, and 
yet all these enormous powers conferred 
upon the Board of Education by Part IL. 
of the Bill are going to be transferred to 
a body composed of delegates from the 
Welsh county councils — every power 
except any which may be excepted by 
Order in Council. 
or no control over Orders in Council, and 
therefore the fortunes, the possessions, 
and the religious liberty of the minorities 
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This House has little | 


in Wales are being handed over to a| 
delegation from the county councils, who | 
differ from them profoundly on all those | 


questions and have shown an almost 
implacable spirit in the course of this 
controversy, and at the same time the 
protection of effective debate in this 
House is to be denied to these minorities. 
That is a position which is flagrantly 
unjust. But its injustice again, as in the 
case of Part II., is increased when we 


consider the nature and the character of | 


Part I. of this Bill, for under Part I. all 
those fabrics towards which the minorities 
in Wales have contributed, of which they 
are proud, and to which they look for 
the protection of the religious views 
which they are entitled as free citizens 
to hold, will, with possibly exceptions 
which need hardly be considered, be 
transferred from them to those against 
whom they have been in sharp con- 
troversy during the last ten or even 
thirty years, [MINISTERIAL  cheers.] 
That is applauded on the other side. 


Let me refer to Part I. of the Bill. 
In Part I. of the Bill there is a violation 
of the principle of religious equality. 
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care depend upon the preservation of the 


principle of religious equality. We may 
be right or wrong, but in the integrity of 
our hearts we believe that the continuous 
maintenance of any form of religious in- 
struction in our schools depends largely 
upon the preservation of the principle of 
religious equality. We believe, in the 
second place, that the degree—-I shall 
develop this later—to which it is possible 
to uphold and give effect to the right oi 
the parents depends largely upon pre- 
serving the principle of religious equality, 
You concede that right in theory in 
certain clauses in this Bill. We claim 
that the right of the parent is to have his 
child brought up in the religion which 
the parent prefers, and to have his child 
taught by those who believe in the 
religious instruction. You concede that 
in theory. [Cries of “No.”] Well, that 
is denied. I should have thought that it 
was conceded by Clauses 3 and 4. Other- 
wise, Why were these clauses introduced 
into the Bill at all? But I admit that 
the concession is of very little value, 
because when dealing with this right of 
the parent you limit the operation to 
nen-provided schools. Why ? The parent 
has the right ; it exists independent of the 
accident which has given this or that 
character to the school, but you fetter the 
exercise of this right, you imperil its 
continuance, and you make no reasonable 
provision for the future. If parents now 
have a right, which ought to be accorded 
in so far as that is possible, to choose the 
kind of religious instruction which their 
children shall have, why is that right 
to be denied practically in the future, 
when by the automatic increase of the 
population there will be many more 
parents with similar desires? The whole 
of this is illogical. That is not a very 
grave charge to bring against a Bill if it 


| departs from logic in order to meet the 


That in itself is unjust; that in itself | 


calls for our strenuous ana uncom- 

promising opposition, unless and until you 

so amend the Billas to make it consistent 

with the principle of religious equality, 

and it bears other evils in its train. We 

hold that the two things for which we 
Mr, Wyndham. 


| which will have to be met. 


exigencies of the people for whom it is 
brought in. If it does not, if that Bill goes 
out in this or that direction apparently 
only to inflict injury upon some classes of 
the population, then, | think, the charge 
that it is illogical and irrational is one 
We hold that 
so far as the State is concerned it ought to 
be neutral. I commend that to the notice 
of the right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Board of Trade, who seems to 
challenge my zeal in upholding the rights 
of parents. I assert that in the past the 
State has been neutral. [‘Oh.”] When 
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I made that assertion during the First ; schools are to be transferred or converted 
Reading debate it was greeted, as it has| from the kind of school which many 
heen greeted this afternoon, with tones | prefer into the kind of school which others 
of dissent and almost derision, but that is | prefer. The rule is, with certain excep- 
not enough to controvert a statement | tions, that from all these schools the 
which is made in all earnestness and | religious teaching to which millions of our 
seriousness by a Member of this House. | countrymen attach immense importance 
More is wanted. It is necessary, not |is to be abandoned, that the teachers 
that I should he interrupted in the course | belonging to the various denominations 
of my speech, but that in the course of | who have perhaps joined the teaching 
the debate someone should get up in his | profession because they cared more about 
place to say that in such a year by such | these matters than about the mere eurri- 
an Act the State abandoned its attitude | culum of secular education are silenced. 
of neutrality, and I defy anyone to do it.| They are not to be allowed to teach. 
That is a great interference with the 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.); | liberty of the subject, and it is resented 
1902. | by a great body of the teachers. Move- 
over, owing to the operation of the third 
Mr.WYNDHAM: No. Hon. Members | part of the Bill, some of these teachers 
will have to make that good. They | may find that their occupation is gone. 
will have to show that the Act of 1902, They may lose their posts. You may say 
gave facilities to some persons which it that you contemplated that contingency, 
denied to others, and inflicted disabilities | and that you made provision for it. Yes, 
on some. I have quoted hefore why | the Government made provision for that 
should I quote again !—the opinion of | in Clause 7, Sub-section 4. I[ have 
Mr Sidney Webb. If we have to received a letter from a teacher directing 
defend the Act of 1902 again we shall | my attention to this sub-section, which 
be perfectly ready to do it. Until | says— 
it a8 proved by argument that. the | ‘*Any teacher employed at the time of the 
State did depart from that attitude passing of this Act in an existing voluntary 
I shall declare that it did not. Until | school who loses his employment by reason of 
the Minister of Education brought in this | the school ceasing to be a public elementary 
Bl for which he is responsible, the | school in consequence of this Act, shall be 
i : : entitled, in accordance with regulations made 
Stace, in my judgment, had preserved a | for the purpose by the Treasury and the Board 
neutral attitude towards those who, on | of Edueation, notwithstanding anything in the 
the one hand, prefer, and we think they | Elementary School Teachers’ Superannuation 
have a right to prefer, that religious in- oo 1aes, or the rules made under that Act, 
set Si © pay contributions to the deferred annuity 
struction should be of a definite character, | fund ‘under that Act during any time (not 
and that it should be given by competent | exceeding one year after the date at which he 
persons in school hours, and, on the other | so loses his employment) in which he is not 
hand, those of our fellow citizens who | &™ployed in recorded service, and to reckon 
: = : the time in respect of which contributions are 
prefer, as they have a perfect right to do, | .¢ made as if it were recorded service.” 
that religious instruction should be of an 
undenominational character, that if they | He suggested that the Minister for 
are satisfied with the Bill denominational | Education might borrow something from 
instruction should be given only by the | the proclamation recently issued — to 
zood nature of any one who cares to give | Chinese labourers on the Rand and 
it, and that it should be given out of school ' insert at the end “ An exceptional act 
hours. I hold that the State should hold | of benevolence of this kind ought to 
the balance equally between these two | excite your gratitude.” We do not 
great sections. But taking the facts as | attach great importance to the amount of 
they are, the schools in this country in| mere money involved in this huge 
which religious education of the first kind | transfer of property from one purpose to 
is given number something over 14,200. | another, but it has a bearing on the 
They are two-thirds of the schools of this | argument. It does, at any rate, attest 
country, and more than half the children! the earnestness and the zeal of those 
of the country are being educated in| who contributed such sums to purposes 
them. Under Clause 1 of the Bill, with | which this Bill will go far to destroy. 
an exception which I promise to deal with | There has been a controversy as to the 
as fairly as I can, the rule is that all those | amount of the property involved. When 
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my right hon, friend the Leader of the 
Opposition introduced the Act of 1902 
he put the value of the schools at 
£26,000,000. That figure was criticised 
on the basis of a Blue-book which was 
published dealing with the amounts of 
building grants towards the cost of the 
erection of these fabrics. But that Blue- 
book states that it is incomplete. — It 
took no account of any sums which had 
been contributed before 1839 and after 
1875, and only in certain cases was 
it able to be apprised of the sums 
contributed between 1839 and 1851. 
But in the diocese of Wakefield—not a 
selected diocese—it is possible to say how 
much has been actually spent on its 
ninety-six schools, as all the accounts 
have been kept. The Blue-book figures 
given for these schools are £112,000. 
The actual money spent on these schools 
between 1830 and 1902, as revealed by 
the accounts, was £350,000. That shows 
the measure of the error, not of the 
Blue-book, which states that it is incom- 
plete, but of those who take the figures 
ot the Blue-book as if they were complete. 
Therefore, the amount of voluntary con- 
tributions towards these schools was not 
£14,000,000, minus £1,500,000, as some 
people said, but no less a sum than 
£32,000,000. It is true that some of 
that money was given for purposes other 
than that to which we attach the greatest 
importance, viz. religious education. 
Yes; but is it denied seriously that the 
great bulk of the money was paid by 
people who earnestly desired — that 
religious instruction should be given in 
the schools ? That was also the laudable 
and legitimate desire of the Wesleyans 
and Roman Catholies in building their 
schools. But it has been said, “ Yes, a 
great deal of money has been spent on 
these schools, but they were not properly 
maintained.” It is said that originally 
those who desired a religious education 
paid a large proportion of the cost of 
maintenance, but as time went on they 
paid a smaller proportion. That is true, 
and yet it is a fallacious argument. The 
total cost had so much increased that 
though relatively they contributed a 
smaller proportion of the cost, absolutely 
they gave more year after year. In the 
ease of the Church schools the private 
contributions towards maintenance 
amounted to £386,000 in 1871; but in 
1902 they amounted to £791,000. It is, 
therefore, true to say that there was no 


Mr. Wyndhain. 
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relaxation of effort on the part of private 
subscribers, or diminution of the sacrifices 
they were ready to incur. I have also 
heard it said that once the Act of 1902 
was passed and rate-aid was obtainable 
the contributions ceased. That is not 
the case. In the three years that have 
passed since 1902 the voluntary contribu- 
tions have increased, and have maintained 
an average of £1,000,000 sterling per 
annum in each one of these years. That 
mere statement of the amount of property 
involved shows the importance which 
voluntary subscribers attached to the 
particular kind of religious instruction 
they desired to be given to their children, 


But the money value of the thing is as 
dust in the balance by comparison with 
their right to have the thing if they 
choose to have it—their right that the 
State should regard their preference with 
as favourable an eye as the preference of 
others of their fellow-subjects who take a 
different view of the matter. I know 
that the Government repudiates the idea 
that in passing this Bill they are seek- 
ing to deliver a blow at denominational 
schools. It is always unnecessary to 
impute motives. Here we have to deal 
with facts. If your passion for uniformity, 
and that alone, carries you to this 
extreme length, we ask vou to curb your 
passion for uniformity. There was a time 
when the leaders of Liberal opinion 
} thought that uniformity was not a good 
but a bad thing. John Stuart Mill was 
against uniformity in secular education. 
He said that diversity in education was 
necessary in order to get the best that 
could be got out of individual character. 
He also held that education established 
and controlled by the State should only 
he by way of experiment, as an example 
and stimulus to keep others up to a 
certain standard of excellence. If hon. 
Gentlemen opposite will apply these 
words to religious education they will 
understand our attitude towards the dual 
system which has hitherto existed. We 
did not attack the undenominational 
schools ; but we did believe, and we do 
believe, that the existence side by side with 
undenominational religious instruction of 
definite religious instruction wasa stimulus 
which kept up the standard of religious in- 
structions in board schools, which are now 
the provided schools. We believe that 
if you crush out definite religious instruc- 
tion you imperil the maintenance of any 
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form of religious instruction as part and 
parcel of the education of the English 
child. The State was neutral in this 
matter. The State never put a disability 
on those who preferred undenominational 
education. The State, in fact, gave 
encouragement to them to spend these 
large sums of money, as under the Sites 
Act of 1841. It gave grants to meet 
equivalent grants of private generosity. 
It instigated those who cared for de- 
nominational education to subscribe more 
and more money, and money was forth- 
coming in the proportion of three and a 
half to one. The State, in fact, promoted 
this form of education at the cost of 
private persons of religious instincts, in 
order to relieve the general public and 
those who were satisfied with unde- 
nominational education of charges which 
otherwise they must have borne. In 
face of the fact, is it proper to transfer 
the whole of these schools, and to divert 
them from the purposes that those who 
spent those large sums of money intended 
them to subserve ? 


Let me now turn to the method of 
transfer. sv Clause 2 the transfer 
is to be carried out by arrangement 
(which is a new word in legislation) 
hetween the owners or trustees of the 
schools and the local bodies in cases 
where the local body desires to do 
so, and in cases where it does not desire 
tv do so these schools may cease to be 
public elementary schools, and the local 
hody may rate all these who have sub- 
scribed these large sums of money in 
order to build two or three schools to 
compete with the original schools, with- 
drawing from them all rate-aid and aid 
from the Exchequer. That is a monstrous 
proposition. You invite two persons to 
make a bargain, and you give to one 
of the parties to the arrangement the 
power of ruining the other unless he 
accepts the terms. The local authority 
says to the trustees of the unprovided 
schools, “If you do not accept my terms 
I shall withdraw all public aid from your 
schools and build two others and rate 
you for them. Now, what will you 
take?” But if even with this wonderful 
lever which the Government has placed 
in the hands of the local authority, they 
do not sueceed in making an arrange- 
ment ; then this anonymous, this novel 
hody, is brought into being; this Com- 
mission of three, with powers utterly 
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unknown, is placed above all law. 
And what a long time the Government 
is going to give owners and trustees to 
make this arrangement! If the Bill 
passes the Commission comes into being 
on the first of next January. I do not 
know when the Bill is going to pass. 
Say it is the end of October or November. 
In that case they would have to spend 
their Christmas holiday in making terms 
with the local authority. This Commis- 
sion is brought into the machinery for 
compelling people to surrender their 
property and to give up their religious 
convictions in a harsh and unjust manner. 
But will it work? The only gleam of 
satisfaction which I have derived from 
reading this Bill is the belief that it will 
not work at all. I do not suppose that 
any of those who agree with us in polities 
are going to imitate proceedings which we 
thought foolish and a dereliction of civic 
duty —I mean passive resistance; but 
I do believe that trustees will feel them- 
selyes bound as honourable men to defend 
the suits which are going to be brought 
against them throughout the length and 
breadth of the land. It is scarcely left 
to them as matter of choice. Very little 
choice is left to anybody under this Bill, 
unless he be a teacher. Other people 
have to take what the Government give 
them ; the teacher alone is left to pick and 
choose. You compel owners and trustees 
to defend the suits. There are 14,200 
voluntary schools, nearly all of them 
under trusts. Do you suppose, in default 
of arrangement before January 1st, 1907, 
that in twenty or thirty years your 
Commission, unless you give them all the 
powers of Oliver Cromwell's military 
generals, will be able to extract that 
property from people whom you compel 
to defend it ? 





I come to the first exemption from the 
iron rule—Clause 3, the ordinary facilities. 
If the local authority allows it, if the Com- 
mission awards it, only inthe non-provided 
schools religious education may be given 
upon two mornings in the week. The 
teachers are prohibited by the State from 
giving it, and the pupils are told by 
statute that they need not attend. 
Why, it is a mockery. I will not 
waste time upon that. Coming to Clause 
4, the extraordinary facilities, which are 
confined to urban districts and to 
boroughs, there, if the local authority 
allows it, and the inquiry demonstrates 
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that four-fifths of the parents wish it, the 
school is to remain more or less a 
denominational school. I say there is 
no liberty in any of these exemptions. 
They do not seriously modify the main 
rule, which is an iron rule, an unjust 
and harsh rule. We know pretty well 
what the effect of the latter exemption 
maybe. Under it, according to a 
Return, which has been given by my 
hon. friend, 100 per cent. of the schools 
of the Jews may be saved, 77 per cent. 
of the Roman Catholic schools, more than 
half of the Wesleyan schools, but in the 
vase of the Church of England only one 
quarter of her schools will be saved. In 
this matter we are not fighting the battle 
of any one denomination, and I say that 
for all denominations the provision is pre- 
carious and inadequate. Hon. Members 
devote a great deal of attention to what 
they call the attacks on this bill by 
Churchmen. I wonder if they read what 
is sometimes said by those for whose 
sake this Bill is brought in. I wonder if 
the Minister for Education read an 
interesting speech made only a week ago 
at Torquay by the Rev. F. E. Anthony. 
Up to 1902 the Rey. F. E. Anthony was 
chairman of the School Board in Ply- 


mouth. Since that time he has been 
chairman of the Edneation Committee. 
On the council there is a_ Radical 


majority, and their idea of fair play is to 
appoint twenty-one Nonconformists and 
six Conservative Churchmen on the 
education authority. That is the 
authority at Plymouth on which all these 
facilities and exemptions depend ; and 
we know what they mean to do, because 
Mr, Anthony has told us. He is very 
dissatistied with Clauses 3 and 4 of this 
bill, but he says fortunately the Govern. 
ment have made both these clauses 
permissive, and he adds that it will be 


the duty of the local authority “to use 


the remedy which the Bill provides, ’ 


Coming to Clause 5, will any sane man 
believe that people will build schools out 
of their own money and maintain them 
on the off-chance that local authorities 
will at some future day, under no com- 
pulsion, take them over and give them 
the facilities of Clause 4? It is absurd. 
It is a mockery to put in Clause 5. 
These exemptions are worthless. The 
rule remains—unjust in principle and 
harsh in application to all denominations. 
There is an added wrong done to the 
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Church, not by the Bill, and not by the 


Government, but by many ardent 
supporters of the Bill outside this House 
and in the Press, who, because we, in 
common with those who belong to other 
denominations, state that we attach 
importance to distinctive religious educa- 
tion being given according to the creed 
and catechism of our Church, taunt us 
with attacking the Bible. That is 
hitting below the belt. I think hon. 
Members who belong to the Liberal 
Party have forgotten what liberty of 
conscience means. It is an infringement 
of any man’s liberty of conscience to ask 
him to justify to those who differ from 
him the reasons for any _ religious 
faith which he may hold. I am_ not 
going to be drawn into expressions of 
any religious or theclogical opinion, but 
I say that in this Bill the teacher, and 
the teacher alone, is allowed to have full 
liberty of conscience in matters of 
religious belief. 


In venturing to move the complete 
rejection of this Bill, I deny that we 
are showing callousness to the prospect 
that the Bible might be eliminated 
altogether from our schools. Who are 
those champions of simple Bible teach. 
ing? They are the supporters of a 
bill which provides in respect of simple 
Bible teaching that the local authority 
need not sanction it, the teacher need not 
give it, and that the pupil need not 
attend to receive it. 

What 


about 


Dr. MACNAMARA: 
the Act of 1870? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will take up that 
interruption. Hon. Members opposite 
think that they controyert our argu- 
ment when they point to the Act 
of 1870 and the subsequent by-laws 
instituting the Cowper-Temple clause. 
On that very ground we have always 
claimed, and we claim now, that you 
ought not to destroy the denominational 
school, because the existence of the 
denominational school not only gives some 
measure of justice to those who prefer 
denominational instruction, but also, in 
our opinion, gives a stimulus and sets a 
standard to local authorities who, but for 
that stimulus and standard, might not, for 
all we know, give religious teaching in the 
school. We may be wrong, but that is 
ou view. We stand by the argument 
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that the State has been neutral to each of 
these two classes, and we say that it 
ought to continue to beneutral. We say 
that this miserable provision even for 
teaching the Bible does imperil the con- 
tinuous existence of any religious teaching 
in our schools, and we think that a 
national danger. We say that the first 
part of your Bill crushes out denomina- 
tional teaching, and we think that a social 
injustice ; and when you welcome this or 
that argument as a system of compromise, 
when you declare that we are entering 
into a battle in order that some _ political 
profit may be got out of it, I assure you 
that youare wrong. Let us deal seriously 
with what is a serious problem. We feel 
that you have not reached a solution of 
the religious difficulty in this Bill; we 
think, indeed, that you have increased it. 
You are forcing the country into a period 
of religious war, and we think that no 
solution can be arrived at which does not 
recognise the right of the parent to choose 
the religious education which is to be 
given to the child. If you do not do that 
you at once set up an unfair distinction 
between the opportunities of the rich and 
the opportunities of the poor in this 
country. The rich man sends his son to 
Eton, and his child hears the services of 
the Church of England, to which he may 
he attached by many associations, every 
day of his life. Why, if a poor man 
Wishes that, is he not to have it? 
Iii Clause 9 of the Act of 1902 the right 
of the parent was fully recognised in 
respect of the future. In respect of the 
future, schools were to be provided, 
denominational or undenominational in 
character, by any who so wished it, sub- 
ject only to the efficiency of the education 
and some regard for the economy of the 
rates. This was a model. If we had 
proceeded on these lines we might have 


fourd that it was possible to make 
existing institutions give a greater 


recognition to the right of the parent. 
But that is not what you are proposing 
todo. You are telling us that there are 
practical difficulties in the way of 
recognising the right of the parent, 
that the right of entry upsets the 
reverence of the pupils for the teacher, 
and that you cannot build new denomina- 
tional schools. How do you think that 
Clause 3 is going to work? Throughout 
14,000 schools in this country you are 
going to have the right of entry which 
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Mr. BIRRELL: The right which is 
specifically defined in Clause 3 is that 
of leaving the teaching of the trust school 


which is transferred to the local 
authority. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: But does the 


right hon. Gentleman think that in 
providing this right he is thinking of the 
right of the parent? He is only 
thinking of the trust. If that be so, 
then the battle is more fiercely joined 
than I thought. Until you have regard 
for the right of the parent you will never 


_arrive at any peace in the religious strife 


which you have opened up. If I am 
told that it is impossible or objectionable 
to have schools of a particular denomina- 
tional character, I say that it is the case 
in Germany in respect of religion. They 
are supposed to be up-to-date in regard 
to education. Why then does not the 
Government imitate them ? In respect of 
language the Austro-Hungarian Empire 
have provided three schools in every 
village. The thing is not impracticable 
if you wish to recognise the right of 
the parent. But if you say that it is not 
enough that the State should be neutral, 
then let the State help by rights of entry 


everywhere, by building schools in 
accordance with the wishes of the 
parent everywhere. We shall not 


hinder you; we shall help you; but 
do not for the first time during many 
decades offer special advantages to those 
who prefer one kind of religious instruc- 
tion and inflict special disabilities on those 
who prefer another kind of religious 
education. I gather from the interrup- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman that he 
attaches very little importance to the 
right of the parent. He was thinking 
more of the kind of vested interest in the 
school. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The trust. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe that 
there is a division of opinion in the 
Government on this question of the right 
of the parent. I know that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer once derided 
it. The right hon. Gentleman said— 

‘A claim is being put forward (never ad- 
vanced in 1870) whieh, as far as | know, is 
as novel as it is startling in its character 
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Lord Salisbury and Cardinal Vaughan have 
discovered that every English parent has the 
inalienable right to have his children brought 
up and taught in the religious faith which the 
parent himself professes.” 

Perhaps the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has swayed the councils of the 
Cabinet, but I will quote another remark 
as to the right of the parent and the 
attitude of prelates towards that right 
which is of greater importance than the 
opinion of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. 


{COMMONS} 


| 


‘Happily we have it now settled under the | 


hands of the prelates, both of the Roman and 
Anglican Churches, that it is the natural and 
inalienable right of every parent to teach his 
child his own religious opinions, and that it is 
the duty of the State to allow all children 
attending elementary schools to be instructed 
on the school premises in their father’s religion 
irrespective of the question whether such 
religion is generally believed to be true or 
false.’ 





1028 


religious views are as sacred as those 


und Wales) Bill, 


of their fellow-subjects? If you do 
that, you prefer a Parliamentary conflict 
which will not be confined to the walls 
of Parliament ; and I can state what will 
happen in the words of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer in the Queen’s Hall in 
1896— 


“Tt advantage 1s gong to be taken of a 
special and possibly a transient Parliamentary 
situation to readjust the arrangement in 
favour of a particular class of schools (without 
any compensating equivalent in favour of the 
public), then IT warn those who are responsible 
that they will have challenged, and that as 
time goes on they will suffer, reprisals.” 


‘I would that the necessity for such a 


[ do not know whether the right hon. 


Gentleman recognises the authorship of 
that quotation. It is initialled ‘ A.B.” 
in a book entitled Bosewell’s “ Life of 
Johnson, edited by Augustine Birrell. 
I believ> that it has been republished this 
year as a companion volume to the Bill 
for which he has made himself responsible 
to the House. 
differed from Dr, Johnson’s views on 
these matters, but I now infer that he 
agrees with him. Dr. Johnson was 
talking of the magistrate’s rule when he 
said— 

“Sir, the only method by whieh religious 
truth can be established is by martyrdom. 
The magistrate has a right to enforce what he 


I used to think that he | 


conflict might even now be averted ; but 
if you force it upon us we shall face it 
without fear in the assured hope of ulti- 
mate victory. I beg to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’ ’?—(Mr. Wyndham ) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the (Question. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tHe DUCHY 
oF LANCASTER (Sir Henry Fow Len, 
Wolverhampton, E.): In the long, able, 
and eloquent speech to which we have 
listened, the right hon, Gentleman has 
announced in almost every variety of 


phrase his determination and the ceter- 


thinks ; and he who is conscious of the truth | 


hasa right to suffer. Iam afraid there is no 
other way of ascertaining the truth but by 
persecution on the one hand and enduring it on 
the other.” 

This Bill is persecution. We may have 
to endure the persecution of this Bill, but 
we will battle against it at every stage, 
and if the Bill is passed, then throughout 


given of “the natural and inalienable 
right” of every parent to see that his 
child receives from the State the religious 


teaching which his parents claim for it. | 


I do not admit for a moment that the 
Act of 1902 involved any departure from 
neutrality as far as the State is concerned. 
But supposing it did. Is that a reason 


mination of those who sit on the opposite 
Benches to fight this Bill to the end, 
and to adopt all measures to defeat it 
But the right hon. Gentleman has not 
touched the facts of the case, and he 


| has completely ignored the history of the 


position in which the House and_ the 
country are now placed. He has given 
us his own views with reference to edu- 


‘cation and the construction of this Bill, 
this Parliament and in every succeeding | 
Parliament, until some recognition is | 


for going further in the wrong direc- | 


tion? Is that a reason for 
up religious disabilities on men whose 


Mr. Wyndham, 


piling | 


and he has made prophecies as to what 
the result will be; but we dispute the 
facts of the case as he has stated 
them, and from most of his construction 
of the Bill we most strongly dissent. I 
was glad that the right hon. Gentleman 
did not “hit below the belt ” ; but I think 
that he has rather done so in some of his 
previous utterances. I should like to 
enter a protest against the language which 
the right hon. Gentleman has used else- 
where, and also against the language 
which the late Prime Minister has used 
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with reference to this Bill, with refer- | 


ence to its authors, and with reference 
to their intentions. The right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down told us 
a few days ago that this was a tyrannical 
and iniquitous measure. He described 
it as one of incredible meanness and as 
a violation of the canons of eternal justice. 
Then, passing from prose to poetry—and 


no one can do it more effectively than ' 


the right hon. Gentleman—he said— 
“Tf this Bill passes, rural England will 
become a howling wilderness,” 
peopled, I suppose, by howling Noncon- 
formists— 
“and the solitudes will re-echo nothing but the 
determined tramp of the rate collector and the 
harsh commands of the bureaucrat underling.” 
We can afford to smile at that, and we 
know from his speech this afternoon that 
the right hon. Gentleman’s bark is a great 
deal worse than his bite. But I protest 
ayainst a statesman of the experience, the 
high character, and the position of the 


Leader of the Opposition saying what he | 


has said in the last forty-eight hours with 
reference to the conduct of the Govern- 
ment— 

“Can you conceive any outrage more atro- 
cious? The Government have the deliberate 
intention of crushing the Church of England.” 

I once heard Mr. Disraeli in this House 
say of a statement made by one of the 
most eminent statesmen of the day that 
it was “an impudent fabrication.” The 
Speaker of that day allowed that phrase 
to pass, but Tam not going to repeat it 
now. I should be the last to use such an 
offensive word as “ impudent.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) : 
Do repeat i 


*Sin HENRY FOWLER: No; [have 
too much respect for the right hon, Gentle- 
man and too much respect for myself to 
apply such a word to him; but I 
say his statement was a fabrication, and 
one without the slightest foundation. 
The right hon. Gentleman was attacking 
the personal character and intentions of 
His Majesty's Government. The right 
hon. Gentleman used stronger words still. 
He said of the 

“provisions of the Bill which provide for the 
clergyman in a rural parish giving religious 
education on two days in 
the provisions which relieve the teacher from 
diving religious teaching to which he objects— 
that it was a great atrocity.’ 
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Then the right hon. Gentleman went 
on— 

“Tt is not uncharitable ”— 

I should like to hear the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s definition of charity— 

‘to say that it is not the interests of religion 
which the Government have at heart, but the 
desire to crush as far as they cana great Church 
to which they do not belong.” 

Hon. Members are quite at liberty to 
impute to the members of His Majesty’s 
Government [“ The Bill”|—No; the 
right hon. Gentleman was speaking of 
what the intentions of the Government 
were, and he had no right to say that the 
nineteen Gentlemen responsible for the 
government of this country were animated 
by motives so dishonourable and discredit- 


able. [Cries of “ No.” 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 


Gentleman has attributed to me the 
intention of calumniating the persons 
composing the Government, because I 
said that they had the intention of 
crushing the Church of England. The 
crushing of the Church of England is a 
policy I should reprobate in the strongest 
language ; but it does not convey personal 
discredit. The Liberation Society 
not scoundrels, and they exist in order 
to destroy the Church of England. I 
attributed to the Government a policy 
which I thought and still think is em- 
bodied in the Bill. If they tell me that 
they repudiate the intention, as they teil 
me they do, I will no more attribute it 
to them. I will only say that their Bill 
does not carry out what they now say 
is their intention, and that it does carry 


are 


‘out what to all appearances it was aimed 


The right hon. Gentle- 
rn sl Pe : ¥ a 
man thinks I violated the canons o 
public controversy by what I said. 
There is not a man on that side who, in 
the heat of the general election, has not 
used far more violent language. 


at carrying out. 


*Sin HENRY FOWLER: We will 
pass away from this personal question. An 
event has taken place which both the right 
hon. Gentlemen have completely ignored. 
There has been an appeal to the country 


on this question. ‘The two questions 
‘which were before the country at 
the last election with reference to 


education were public control of public 
money and the abolition of religious 
tests, which we have heard described this 
afternoon as partly an insane prop‘ ysal 
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and partly an unjust one. 
say that those questions were not before 
the electorate—that there was an election 
from John o’ Groats to the Land’s End 
where they were not raised ? 


Sir PHILIP MUNTZ (Warwickshire, 
Tamworth): In my constituency the 
question was never raised in any form 
or shape. 


*sir HENRY FOWLER: There is no 
rule without an exception. But there 
was no man on this side of the House 
who was not pledged on these questions ; 
and I say that in the heat of that election 
there were a large number of candidates 
on the other side of the House, some of 
whom are here and a great many of 
whom are not, who again and again 
intimated that they were dissatisfied with 
the legislation of 1902 and were in favour 
of the principle of public control of public 
money, and opposed to the imposition of 
tests. I will give one or two authorities 
as to this point. From a number of 
organs of public opinion on the Unionist 
side I will take two. The Times of April 
10th said— 

“The last shreds of denominational or 
clerical management are thus swept away, and 
a great step is taken towards the establish- 
ment of one uniform national system. With 
this it is useless to quarrel. It was probably 
inevitable, and Mr. Birrell was perhaps right 
in intimating that as long as the dual system 
remained we could have neither peace nor 
progress. 


Then the Stun/aurd of April 9th said-— 


‘Unionists must reconcile themselves to 
two very important and very unfortunate 
reversals of the existing law. In every school 
that receives assistance from local taxation it 
is certain, in the first place, that complete 
popular control will be e+tablished—the founda- 
tion managers of the voluntary schools will be 
swept away. Secondly, we may be sure that 
what are called religious tests for teachers will 
be abolished. It would be useless in the 
present state of parties at Westminister to 
urgue that question. Of nine-tenths of the 
Liberal majority it is said that if their minds 
were open to conviction on this point they 
would have no right to be sitting in the House 
vf Commons.” 


has said that in his 
were ignorant of the 


The hon. Member 
constitutency they 
education question. 


Sir PHILIP MUNTZ: I had Non- 
conformists onmy platform who expressed 
their strong approval of the late Govern- 
ment’s Education Bill. 

Sir Henry Fowler, 


{COMMONS} 
Will any one | 
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Sm HENRY FOWLER: The hon. 
Member will admit that the Birmingham 
Post is an authority. 
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Sir PHILIP MUN 


ponsible for it, 


‘TZ: Iam not. res- 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: It is the 
great organ of public opinion in Warwick- 
shire, and it said— 

“The Government could not by any 
possibility avoid giving complete public control 
to all rate-aided elementary schoois and throw- 
ing the teaching profession open to all, 
irrespective of religious belief. Their pled:es 
to the electors and, we think, the verdict 
given at the polls demanded this as the 
minimum. No one, therefore, can be in the 
least surprised that the Government has so far 
modified the Act of 1902 as to bring all non- 
provided schools under the control of popularly 
elected bodies and abolished religious tests for 
teachers employed in those schools. Nor would 
it be anything but futile to attempt to upset 
these provisions of the Bill 

Now, I think upon that [ am justified 
in asserting that it was the opinion of 
the Press. But I have another and a 
higher authority—Lord St. Aldwyn, so 
well known in this House as Sir Michael 
Hicks Beach. He is reported to have 
said —- 

“He had always felt that the maintenance 
of denominational schools depended largely 
upon voluntary subscriptions, and that rate 
aid would kill such subscriptions, as it had 
done; and that the question would arise 
whether it was possible to maintain those 
schools under their separate voluntary 
management. Rate aid having killed volun- 
tary subscriptions, he was not going to argue 
that the result of the late general election 
had not given the present Government fair 
ground to say that there must be public 
control over all schools which received rate 
aid.” 

That is the real situation in which the 
Government were placed; and they would 
have flinched from their duty if they had 
not proposed to enact the two funda- 
mental principles against which we are 
asked by the Amendment to vote, and 
every man who votes for the Amendment 
will vote against the two fundamental 
principles of publie control over public 
money and the abolition of religious tests. 
Now, what is the position? Up to 1870 
almost all the education in this country 
had been the result of voluntary effort 
inspired by Christian motives. [ am not 
going to undervalue in any degree 
what the Church of England and other 
denominations have done for education ; 
it would be unfair and unjust to do 
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so; but we have to keep facts in mind. | 
In 1895 the then Prime Minister avowed 
the intention of his Government to 
relieve the intolerable strain of finding 
che money to keep these voluntary schools 
float. Efforts have been made to pre- 
vent the creation of school boards in 
a large number of parishes. I know 
that in my own districts Voluntary 
Schools were supported from the desire 
to keep out school boards. In fact, it was 
stated that if you could only give so much 
money it would avoid a rate. I admit 
there have been erected since 1870 6,765 
voluntary schools, and, so far as I can 
make out, taking the figures from the 
Education Department, £4,865,000 has 
veen raised by voluntary subscriptions, 
and when it is said that it is unfair for 
one of two parties to an agreement to 
attempt to destroy the other, let us see 
what was the agreement of 1870. The 
position then taken up was this. At 
that time, when the Bill was brought in, 
the cost of education in the country was 
roughly estimated by Mr. Gladstone at 
30s. a head, and he said a third was 
contributed by public grants, a third by 
parents in fees, and a third was provided 
by voluntary subscriptions. Mr. Glad- 
stone then made the proposal which 
formed part of the Government scheme 
for building grants to encourage the 
erection of additional voluntary schools, 
that the third from public money should 
he made a half, and that the other parties | 
should find the other half. Now, what | 
has happened since then? I have men-! 
tioned the intolerable strain, and the 
right hon, Gentleman has said that sub- 
scriptions rose to £600,000 or £700,000 ; 
hut we are dealing with larger figures. 
In 1870 the entire cost was only 
£500,000, and the attendance at the, 
schools was, practically, 1,000,000, and | 
the local rates provided £300,000 ; but 
in 1902 the expenditure of public money 
for elementary education was something 
like £12,000,000, of which £8,250,000 
was in grants and £3,250,000 from rates. I 
will go somewhat higher than the right 
hon. Gentleman in regard to voluntary 
subscriptions. I think they were nearly 
£200,000, but what of that when there is 
agrant of £12,000,000 from the public 
funds? The cost, no doubt, has gone up, 
and is now, I suppose, £3 a head, and in 
voluntary schools £2 6s. 8d., but no 
doubt the hon. Member for North | 
Camberwell will deal with this part of | 
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the subject more accurately than I can. 
And now, what is proposed ? We are told 
it is robbery and confiscation—that is, 
I believe, the Bishop of Manchester’s 
phrase, and I think it has been adopted 
this afternoon—and the right hon. Gentle- 
man says we are going to take these 
schools from them, that we are going to 
appropriate the money spent in the 
erection and other objects, and are 
striking a blow at legal rights consecrated 
by legislation and administration for 
1,000 years. Now, I say at once the 
proposal is not to take the property ; 
it will remain in the existing ownership. 
At present the control is, under the Act 
of 1902, under private management, and 
we say now that, being publicly supported, 
the management must be under repre- 
sentative public control. We ask for the 
user of the schools for five days in the 
week and for a certain number of hours 
each day Wedo not interfere with them 
in the evening, and we do not interfere 
with them no two days, one of which is the 
most important day of all. What about 
the Sunday schools? Have the Sunday 
schools no power in the Church of 
England? There is not a bishop on the 
Bench or a clergyman doing his duty 
who will not admit that his Sunday 
school is conferring the highest benefit 
upon his parishioners. Do we stop there ? 
No. We say you have provided these 
schools, and we will pay rent for the five 
days’ user. And that is contiseation— 
that is, robbery! In addition, we say we 
will relieve you from the cost of repairs. 
You may say the terms are not so liberal 
as they should be, and there are others 
who say we are too generous, but it is 
nonsense to call this confiscation ; it is a 
misuse of the English language; you 
might as well eall it murder or burglary. 





That is so far as pounds, shillings, 
and pence are concerned: and then the 
right hon. Gentleman attaches supreme 
importance, and rightly so, to the higher 
issues—religious education. On two days 
of the week the education authority is 
obliged to hand over to the denomination 
the religious teaching in the schools. That 
is what the Bill proposes ; there are two 
days upon which the Church or denomina- 
tion for whom the school was erected are 
entitled to carry on its religious teaching. 
It is not optional ; it is not subject to the 
local authority ; they will be entitled, if 
the Act passes, if a parent wishes his 
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child to be so taught, to give religious 
teaching. 


Mr. WYNDHAM asked where in the 
Bill he found they were entitled. 


*Si HENRY FOWLER: I am not 
dealing with theoretic possibilities, but 
with actual every-day possibilities ; it is 
in Clause ¥. You can then have special 
denominational teaching, with — the 
catechisms and Church formularies, and 
you will have the right to discontinue | 
the attendance of the children during the | 
other days of the week when another | 
class of instruction is given to which 
objection is taken. I will give the House 
a practical illustration. One of the most | 
distinguished clergymen in London wrote | 
to The Times this week stating that as | 
a rule the clergy only gave religious | 
instruction on two days in the week, | 
I met, the other day, a friend of mine, 
the clergyman of a parish where there 
is only a voluntary school, and I 
said to him, “* What do you do?” He 
said, “I give my catechism instruction 
on two days a week.” Of course during 
the rest of the week the teacher gives the | 
religious instruction. But that instreetion 
is not confined to specific formularies ; 
it is general Biblical instruction, 





CoLtoneL WILLIAMS (Dorsetshire, 
W.): It is given by Church teachers, 


*Sin HENRY FOWLER : Is there any 
proposal that there should be a discon- 
tinuance of Church teachers ? [Cries of | 
“ Yes.”] Nothing of the sort. In every | 
school taken over the right of the volun- | 
tary teacher is preserved ; his continuance 
: eu id eee as 
in office is maintained. The words of the 
clause are— 

“ Where a local education authority continue 
an existing voluntary school under this Act as 
a school provided by them, any teachers in the 
+chool at the time of the transfer shall con- 
tinue to hold office under the local education 
authority by the same tenure and on the same 
terms and conditions so far as they are con- 
sistent with the provisions of this Act as before 
the transfer.” 


Sir HENRY CRAIK (Glasgow and 
Aberdeen Universities): What when 
they die ? 


*Sirn HENRY FOWLER: Thedifticulty 
which the right hon. Gentleman dwelt 
upon was with reference to the insutfti- 

Sir Henry Fowler, 





{COMMONS} 
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cient, inadequate, and unnecessary 
religion which is taught at the present 
time in the ordinary board schools, | 
think he forgot that 1,000,000 children 
belonging to Church of England parents 
are at this moment, and have been for 
many years, trained in the school board 
schools. Is it to be said that they have 
had no religious instruction ? What is 
the testimony of the archbishops, bishops, 
and clergy of the Church of England as 
to the character and nature of the 
religious teaching of the board schools ? 
I must in justice make one or two quota- 
tions, in order to show that the religious 
instruction of the board schools is not 
entitled to be treated with the contempt 
with which it has been the fashion in the 
last few days to treat it. The Archbishop 
of Canterbury, the Bishop of London, the 
B’shop of Durham—TI could go through 
the whole list of bishops and quote the 
manner in which they have spoken of the 
efficiency, of the value, and of the high 
character of the religious teaching in 
board schools. The Archbishop of 
Canterbury says— 
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“Tt is almost inconceivable how any Chris 
tian man who knows the facts can speak of 
the religious teaching at present given under 
the London School Board as‘ wortliless.’ 


| Have all those who speak with ready assur- 


ance on the subject really examined the 
religious syllabus of the London School Board. 
To declare it to be impossible profitably to 
convey to the mind of a little child the sacred 
lessons which Hely Scripture gives in story 
and precept and psalm and parable, and, above 
all, in the life and works of our Blessed Lord, 
unaccompanied for the moment by Church 
dloctrines of a distinctive sort—to declare this 
is, it seems to me, to contradict the simple 
experience of a thousand Christian homes. 
It is to me almost inconceivable how any 
Christian man who knows the facts can speak 
of the religious teaching at present given 
under the London Board as ‘ worthless, 
because it is—to use a sorely battered term— 
undenominational. . . . It is simply trifling 
with this grave subject to ignore that such 
instruction lays the foundation upon which 
the ampler teaching of the Christian faith can 
be securely built.” 

I am not going to undervalue the 
question of the right of the parent with 
reference to the education of his children. 
We propose to have on two days of the 
week distinctive teaching, and on the 
other three days to have this education 
of which the Archbishop of Canterbury 
speaks so highly ; and I think that that 
is as complete and satisfactory a system 
of religious edycation as at all events in 
the Reform Churches can be required. 
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The right hon. Member for West Birming- 
ham has made statements on this subject 
within the last two or three days in 
letters and in speeches—it appears to 
have rather a fascination for him—with 
reference to what are the central proposals, 
as he regards them, of the Government. 
He says we are proposing to endow a 
new religion with a million of money. I 
think it would be impossible to pat in 
any one sentence consisting of that 
number of words two more transparent 
and almost, so far as he is concerned, 
impossible tacts. “A new religion!” We 
heard what the Archbishop of Canterbury 
I should like to ask the right 
hon, Gentleman whether he has ever 
read the syllabus of the Birmingham 
School Board—— 


has said, 


Mr. J. 
ham, W.) : 


CHAMBERLAIN (Birming- 


Yes. 


*Sirk HENRY FOWLER: And whether 
he remembers the Birmingham School 
Board controversy in 1903, when the 
present Bishop of Manchester, who took 
an active, and I believe a very valuable, 
part, in reference to this syllabus, said— 

“He confessed that the ery of the impos- 
sibiliiy of undenominational teaching amazed 
... There was no book in the world 
which was so true tothe point of the heart’s 
‘onipass as the Bible. Men who read that 
book differently, but read it sincerely, still 
found that was the effect it produced upon them, 
ud that was the effect they desired to see 
roduced on 


him. 


the children, and whatever a 
eacher could do to enhance that effect without 
sectarian bias they would give him liberty 
to do.” 

Yet that same bishop said within the 
ast few days of this mode of undenomina- 
tional education that “ it would imperil the 
Christian faith.” I have great faith in 
popularly elected and popularly con- 
‘rolled authorities. I do not find the 
iajority of Englishmen are in the habit 
of doing an unfair or unjust thing, and | 
io not believe they will do it. [ do not 
believe the majority of English parents 
x the majority of -English voters are 
going to exclude religious teaching from 
English schools. I know that a proposi- 
tion was made to do it in this House in 
1870, and I know that the division which 
took place in this House then was 420 
against purely secular education and 
sixty for. But when it came to deal 
with it in the conerete form of the 
Cowper-Temple clause, Mr. Disraeli 


{7 May 1906} 
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made a very ingenious and a very power- 
ful speech against it, and he predicted 
in almost the same language as the 
right hon. Gentleman to-day the 
calamities which would follow from this 
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non-denominational teaching. He pre- 
dicted sectarian controversy if this 


question was left open. There has been 
no controversy from that day to this. 
{OpposiTION cries of “Oh!”| No; not 
with reference to the religious teaching in 
hoard schools. I repeat that the board 
school system has met with the approval 
of the bulk of the people of this country. 
It was, I think, Archbishop Tait who 
said at Croydon that the school board 
system had solved the religious dift- 
culty. Of course, you can get up 
controversy by machinery with which 
we are all familiar; but what I would 
ask is, how many board schools have dis- 
continued this system? Ten years ago a 
Return was granted in the House of 
Lords with reference to the extent to 
which this school board system, this “new 
religion,” had been adopted in the schools 
of England by the popularly elected 
authorities, and there were at that time 
only seven school boards that did not have 
religious teaching. These seven schocl 
hoards were of a very limited character, 
for the entire number of children under 
them was something like 8,200 out of a 
total of 2,259,000. 


Mr. 
Albans) : 


CARLILE (Hertfordshire, St. 

[ am sorry to intervene for a 
moment. I know of one School Board 
with over 8,000 children where no 
religious instruction is given. 


*Sirk HENRY FOWLER: I daresay. 
I said there were seven. 

Mr. CARLILE: But I know of one 
which alone has 8,000 children. [AN 
Hon. Member: What is the name of it 7! 
The borough of Huddersfield. 


*Sin HENRY FOWLER: [am only 
quoting the official Return of ten years 
ago. But supposing the statement of the 
hon. Gentleman to be true, what is that 
out of 2,250,900 millions of children? The 
right hon. Gentleman attached great 
importance to the endowed schools. That 
is a question for the Committee stage of 
the Bill. My belief—it may be ill- 
grounded—is that there is a large amount 
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of money applied, and applied unsatis- 
factorily, to endowed schools which ought 
to be applied to elementary education. 
I understand that that opinion has a con- 
siderable amount of support from educa- 
tional authorities. But nothing is intended 
of an unjust or unfair character with 
reference to endowed schools. This is an 
attempt, it may be a bad attempt, to take 
an opportunity of carrying out more fully 
what was the intention of the machinery 
of the Endowed Schools Act, and I am 
not now going to say one word more 
about it one way or the other. 


But with reference to the Commission, 
which the right hon. Gentleman described 
as an anonymous triumvirate placed above 
the law, who, if a trustee would not betray 
his trust, might seize the property and 
divert it in a way which the trust was 
drawn up to prevent: has the right hon. | 
Gentleman read that clause ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM was understood to 


say the names were not in the clause. 


*Sirn HENRY FOWLER: Yes, but 
my right hon. friend said the names 
would be put in before the Bill passed, 
and that a Judge would be one of the 
three ; and the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite did not tell the House that they 
would be bound to administer the trusts | 
according to the law of the land and the 
decisions of the Courts of Chancery. | 
‘This Commission is intended to facilitate | 
and to cheapen the expense of settlements. | 
This imputation to them of the wicked | 
offence of departing from the ordinary | 
courts of justice to expedite matters was 
advanced by one who was a distinguished 
member of a Conservative Government 
which passed the Scottish Church Bill | 
two years ago, when issues affecting | 
millions of property held on religious | 
trusts were referred to the final decision | 
of a Commission presided over by the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies ; and 
Scotland approved of what was done, and | 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for | 
the City of London defended it in the 
House and used arguments in its favour | 
in which the then Opposition concurred. 
Is that to be denounced as dishonour- | 
able and unjust in one case which is | 
allowed in another! I have no doubt | 
there are many points in this Bill which | 
will be the subject of great controversy | 
in Committee. That [ am quite pre-| 
pared for; and I have no doubt that | 

Sir Henry Fowler. 
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there will be a very frank use of all the 
forms of the House with reference to it. 
I am quite aware that in a controversy 
of this sort neither side can have all 
theirown way. I think the great blunder 
the Leader of the Opposition made in 
1902 was that he would not listen to 
compromise, It should be witbin the right 
hon, Gentleman's memory that shortly 
before we adjourned for the autumn recess 
I besought him not to press that clause 
which involved giving a majority to the 
managers of the denomination to which 
the schools belonged. I told him—and | 
did not speak without some knowledge of 
the case—that thoughtful, reasonable 
men on both sides were endeavouring to 
arrive at a solution. I said if he would 
give us the six weeks’ koliday something 
might be agreed upon whieh would avoid 
what has arisen since. He said “ No.” 
He was determined to go on; and 
I ventured to say that was a declara- 
tion of war against Nonconformists. 
There has been a war do not want to 





_ 


have a repetition of that. [{Lronical 
OpposiTION cheers and counter MINI- 
STERIAL cheers.} An hon. Member 


says we will have it. Well, if you mean 
war a outrance you can have it. If it requires 
two to make peace, two are also involved 
in a war if a war is declared. I think it 
would be a pitiable thing if the states- 
manship of this House came to this sub- 
ject without something of a different 
temper than we have seen up to the 
present time. I have said before, and I 
say it still, that the majority of the people 
of this country are just and fair. [deny in 
the strongest language that my colleagues 
are animated by any personal motive 


hostile to the Church of England. Why, 
the majority of the Cabinot are 
members of the Church of England. 


If only men apply their common sense to 
this matter, they will see that what 
you impute to us is not only that we are 


rogues, but that we are fools, and that is 


a combination which likes to 


have imputed to him. 


no man 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: A respectable 


/man may desire to destroy the Church of 


England. He may be very foolish and 
yet respectable. 


*Sin HENRY FOWLER: The charge 
is, and I do not think it is a just one, 
that we are producing this legislation, 
not in the interests of religion, not 
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in the interests of education, but with 
no other but the base, mean motive of 
destroying the Church of England. That 
[ repudiate in the strongest language 
[ can command. I am_ willing to 
forget these personal attacks, for 
this is not a pleasant controversy for 
either Churehmen or Nonconformists. 
It is not a pleasant struggle for public 
men to be engaged in. It is a contro- 
versy in which we ought to be influenced 
by higher motives than Party triumph. 
As you know, as you have admitted, as 
your leaders have declared, including the 
noble Lord who will jhave some in- 
uence in another place when that ques- 
tion comes up there, the people of this 
country have decided this matter. They 
have decided in favour of two funda- 
mental principles. From these two 
fundamental principles they will not 
depart; and [ think if these are carried 

and I believe the Second Reading of 
this Bill will be carried, even in the teeth 
of this uncompromising opposition, with 
these two great principles—I do not 
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be ieve 
menship or the charity of 
Christianity is so far exhausted that we 
annot arrive at something fair and just to 
all sections of the House, whether they sit 
on this side or on that. I hope and I 
believe that this will be the distinguishing 
characteristic of our legislation on this 
question, 


Ne. (E. cP 
Scotland): I 
as 


Ne 


O’CONNOR (Liverpool, 
recognise the excellence 
concluding remarks of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Wolverhampton, and [I join with him 
sincerely in the wish that by the wise 
direction of the Government on this 
yuestion this controversy may end satis- 
iactorily, I know that there is something 
ef a difficulty and responsibility which 
lias fallen upon me in the discharge of 
the duty which I have undertaken, and 
therefore, Lhope to receive the indulgence 
of the House, This is a measure which, 
especially for the people on whose behalt 
| speak, deals with their most profound 
tonvictions, their very fervent and some- 
times with more than their fervent 
emotions, [I wish to address the House 
in no spirit of partisanship as between 
the two great Parties into which this 
House is divided; and I hope in the 
observations which I have to make I shall 


¢ + 
of t 


state clearly the case of those in whose 
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behalf I have to speak. At the same 
time I wish to avoid using any word 
which will hurt the legitimate suscepti- 
bilities of hon. Gentlemen on either side 
of the House or below the gangways. 
In fact I cannot do better in my observa- 
tions than follow the example of the 
Archbishop of Westminster in the speech 
which he made in the very remarkable 
gathering in this City on Saturday last— 


“The object of this gathering,” 


said the Archbishop, 


“is not to attack, still less to denounce those 
who wittingly or unwittingly are the cause of 
Our concern 
on this occasion, I wish it to be well nnderstood, 
is solely for the safety of our Catholic Schools. 
And it is in behalf of these Catholic Schools, 


| and in their behalf only, that [ speak here this 





afternoon.” 


Now, I hope that the Minister of Edu- 
cation, and the House generally, will 
realise theamount of attention, excitement, 
and profound apprehension which this 
measure has excited in the minds of the 
Catholic people of this country. I have 
had a long and intimate association with 
my fellow countrymen in England ; and | 
venture to say that never, in the course 
of the twenty-six years during which I 
have been associated with them familiarly, 
have | known their feelings to be so 


deeply stirred as they are at the 
present moment in reference to this 
Bill. Now, why are the Catholic 


people of this country so deeply dis- 
turbed }) The Archbishop of Westminster 
very properly indicates that it is not for 
him to say whether the injury or the 
peril which this Bill involves to the 
schools of the Catholic children is wit- 
tingly or unwittingly inflicted. Nor am 
I entitled to deal with the speeches by 
which this Bill has been defended, notably 
by the speeches of the Minister of Edu- 
cation. What I have to deal with is the 
Bill itself as it stands. The feeling of 
the Catholic people of this country is 
that the bill threatens to extinguish the 
Catholic character of their schvols. It 
is no answer to these apprehensions to say 
that even if the Catholic character of the 
schools were destroyed, the children 
would get a good secular education, The 
Catholic people of this country and all 
over the world would not be parties to 
sacrificing the religious character of the 
teaching in their schools. Still less is 
it an answer to them to say that if their 
schools were deprived of the Catholic 
20 
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character which they at present enjoy, | 


its place would be taken by simple Bible 
teaching or by teaching of an undeno- 
minational character. I listened with 
attention and considerable assent to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Wolverhampton in reference to the char- 
acter and amount of the religious education 
given in the former school board schools. 
I can confirm one of his statements. He 
challenged the right hon. Member for 
West Birmingham as to whether he had 
read the religious syllabus of the Birming- 
ham education authority, I have read 
the syllabus of the education authority 
of the city a Division of which I have 
the honour to represent. That syllabus 
covers twenty-two pages and I am quite 
willing to accept the criticism which 
the right hon. Gentleman would pass 
upon such a syllabus. It would not be 
too much to say that a large amount 
of religious instruction would — be 
given under such a syllabus. But 
with regard to this denominational 
system our position is entirely different 
from that of hon. Gentlemen on the 
Ministerial side of the House and from 
that of hon. Gentlemen above the gang- 


way on this side of the House. On the 
Ministerial side of the House hon. 
Gentlemen say that denominational 


teaching is adequate and on the Opposi- 
tion side it is contended that it is 
inadequate. Our contention is that 
it is hostile to us, and the more ad- 
mirable it is the more hostile it 
is; and, therefore, every argument ad- 
vanced in favour of it is one against 
it. I cannot better give our contention 
as to that part of the case than in the 
words of a Memorial I received from a 
very ancient and representative Catholic 
body in the town of Preston. Preston 
has a considerable Catholic population, 
and it has built many schools and 
has spent £17,000 or £18,000 upon 
one school alone. ‘this body which 
was the first charitable Catholic society 
founded in Preston in 1701 sent me 
this Memorial, and it runs— 

“We cannot accept what is quite simple 
Bible teaching ; not merely is this instruction 
imperfect in the sense in which it is offered to 
us, but it is often actively and fundamentally 
hostile to the Catholic ideal. It embodies the 
principle of the right of private judgment by 
each individual to interpret the Bible for him- 
self, and it makes the Bible the supreme and 
sole source of religious authority. To attempt 
to enforce this upon Catholie children would 
be nothing short of religious persecution.” 


Mr, T. P. O'Connor. 
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There is another body in this country 
to which our case has an extraordinary 
analogy, and that is the Jews. The other 
day a deputation was received by the 
Minister of Education from an influential 
body of Jewish gentlemen. The Memorial 
presented to the Minister for Education 
contained these words— 

‘*They pointed ont that it was extremely 
difficult to provide undenominational religious 
teaching which could be taught to Jews ani 
non-Jews alike, and it would be impossible for 
the Jews to accept any syllabus which ineor- 
porated Christian teaching of any kind.” 

That represents another position thanthat 
of the Jews. Any syllabus of the kind men. 
tioned which you may fashion is hostile to 
us. The Memorial also sets out that— 

“We are of opinion that, inasmuch as the 
Jewish schools were founded for the purpose 
of imparting Jewish instruction to Jewish 
children, they should be maintained for that 
purpose, and that Hebrew and Yiddish teach- 
ing should he given by Jewish teachers, and 
that a portion of the managers should be ot 
the Jewish faith.” 


It is a fact that in the East End of 
London and in other parts of the coun- 
try under the existing law Jewish 
teachers and Jewish teaching and an 
entirely Jewish atmosphere have been 
given to schools both voluntary and, 
what was more remarkable, provided 
schoc!s, I happen to have read some of 
the comments which the speech of the 
Minister for Education elicited. I did 
not read the hon. Gentleman’s speech, 
but I understand that some people are 
under the impression that if a Jewish 
teacher be given to a Jewish school, or a 
Catholic teacher is given to a Catholic 
school, something novel and revolutionary 
is going to be introduced into our legis- 
lation. As a matter of fact, however, 
for years in the provided schools of the 
Jews in the East End of London there 
has been Jewish teaching, there has been 
a Jewish teacher, and instruction is given 
in Yiddish and Hebrew. ‘The fact re- 
mains that in the Jewish schools in the 
East End of London there is provided by 


the authorities Jewish teachers and 
teaching. That is right and I approve 
of it. I think any other way of dealing 


with the Jewish schools would be intoler- 
ant and intolerable, and am I not entitled 
to say that a great Christian religion like 
the Catholic religion ought to be given 
the same rights which are justly and 
generously accorded to the children of the 
Jewish community ? In other respects I 
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claim a close analogy between the Jewish 


Education (England 


and the Catholic schools. We represent 
a minority as they do, and we represent 
a poor minority; but the fact upon 
which I will lay stress is that our schools 
are homogeneous in that the majority of 
the children are of one creed. Moreover 
our schools are not, any more than their 
schools are, the schools of proselytism, 
persecution, or ascendancy. I therefore 


claim for our schools the same rights as | 


theirs. 


T 
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character of our population in this 
country will readily appreciate. Our 
population to a large extent is a shifting 
population. That is one of the marks and 
tokens of its position as a poor population. 
It is shifting because it has to follow its 
work. We haveseen how in some cases 
many houses have had tobe demolished be- 
cause our people have had to go to Bootle or 
somewhere else to follow their work, and 
also because of their insanitary condition. 
It is evident that this four-fifths propor- 
| tion may sometimes be destroved by a 














In the first place I deal with this 
clause for the limitation to 5,000 people. | 
J think I am right in saying that the | 
right hon. Gentleman calculated that | 
that clause would exclude about 100 | 
Catholic schools, but as a matter of | 
fact 243 schools are in rural districts. | 
I understand, of course, that there is a | 
distinction made between the rural | 
schools and the urban schools. In some | 
respects it is right and necessary that | 
that should be so. In the town people 
have so many schools, but in many parts | 
of the country there is only one school, | 
where the religion of one creed is taught. | 
But let me point out some hardships | 
which this limitation would involve. I} : ; 
, . . 1 | less firm security than the statute law. 
heard the other day of a school in which | ies . 
; ; “ge ele | have the ohiter dictum of the right hon. 
there were 340 children. This is one | /, ‘ f 
. ~ py | Grentleman—perhaps [I could quote two 
that would come into the ease of the 5,000 | - 7; t : 
Rar : ar ce ? . | obiter dicta, In his opening speech he 
limit. Of that number 300 were Catholics | ; : yee 
é ; i : | spoke of the generosity, equitableness, 
and forty were Protestants. It would bea | s. ae 
eat . aay -j}and  broad-mindedness of the local 
monstrous thing that the minority of ave Sa 
; “ . | authorities of this country. I accept the 
forty should have the right to deprive |“ ; = 
‘. : . lie t. | general statement, and [ accept it par- 
the 300 of the right to special religious | ‘ : 
SR ID ‘ : | ticularly with regard to my own con- 
aching. ? : - * 
. istituency of Liverpool. There was 
But there are other points in Clause | another ohiter dictum in which he said 
f, the main clause as it affects us,| that under Clause 4 there was a loop- 
to which I must eall attention. It is! hole for pig-headed obstinacy, denomi- 
known to everybody that the Catholic | national bigotry and jealousy. That is our 
schools of this country have Protestant | case. Will anybody deny that if we 
children amongst their pupils. I do not | liked we could give cases in the last few 
say this is a reason of complaint. We years of this pig-headed obstinacy, de- 
are hound by law, and bound by good | nominational bigotry, and jealousy on the 
feeling, to open our schools to these chil- | partof the local authorities of this country ? 
(ren; but we do not invite them;we [ am not going into that question, | am 
(do not entice them, and when they not going to open the door for a 
yet there we do not proselytise them. | controversial discussion which I am most 
i siy our generosity and tolerance in this | anxious as far as possible to avoid. I 
respect should not be used against us to | hope that the House will take it from me 
take away the rights of the majority of | that in the Committee stage, if our views 
Vatholic children in favour of the rights | are contested, I will be able to prove 
of a minority of Protestant children. | that many local authorities have treated 
Another objection I have to the Bill is; Catholic schools in a far from liberal 
this—I am not going very closely intoajor generous or friendly spirit, and 


fact which is not to the discredit of the 
Irish population. It is possible that 
these schools may be invaded, and that 
in a moment of extreme religious excite- 
ment advantage may be taken of a 
sudden invasion of the school by children 
of another faith to destroy its Catholic 
character. My main objection to the pro- 
posal of the Government is that what we 
regard as the fundamental right, the 
liberty of conscience, is placed at the 
mercy of the local authorities of the 
country. If, as L hold, that is a fundamen- 
tal liberty, it ought to be bestowed by no 
smaller power than this Imperial Parlia- 
ment, and it ought to be guarded by no 


criticism of this Bill, but there is one|I hold that it is unwise on the 
langer which anybody who knows the! part of the right hon. Gentleman 
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to ask us, in the face of that experience, 
or even without that, to place the Catholic 
character of our schools at the mercy of 
the local authorities of this country un- 
guaranteed by anything less than by 
statute. 


Furthermore I would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman, Is his method the 
hest for carrying out his own policy ? 
I take the concluding words of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Duchy of Lancaster who has just 
ingeminated peace. He ingeminated 
peace as the only way to secure religious 
equality. I ingeminate peace. I want 
this controversy to end, and to end in 
securing religious liberty. But will con- 
tested local elections, with the education 
question as the supreme issue, secure 
this end? Why, during the last four or 
five years there has not been a single 
election in this country in which the 
people were aroused in which eduea- 
tion was not the first and supreme issue 
upon which they gave their votes. In 
every municipal election in this country 
that has been the issue upon which our 
people have acted, and | want to put it 
to the House whether it makes for 
religious liberty that at every municipal 
election in the country you should 
have religious parties voting on re 
ligious questions instead of devoting 
themselves to the health of the people, 
which ought to be the main issue. The 
House should realise what this question 
means to the Catholics of this country. 
The Catholics of this country are English 
Catholics as well as Irish Catholies, and 
we mean to make our fight together, both 
Muglish and Irish. But it is no secret 
to the House —I am making no extrava- 
gant claim when I ask the House to 
agree that the vast majority of the 
Catholics of this country are Trish—that 
this is largely an Irish question, which 
must be felt and realised from the Trish 
historical standpoint. Ido not mean to 
vo into the past history of Ireland ; I will 
describe the Irish historical position 
as being this, that the lrish people, and 
the charity of the Catholic people of 
Ireland at least, have, over and over again, 
sacrificed their material interest in the 
interests of their religious convictions. 
They are intelligent and quick; in 
many countries outside this they are the 
leaders of political life; in this and 
other countries they are the ornaments 

Mr. T. P. (Connor. 
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of the learned professions, and yet, for 
years, on account of religion, they were 
excluded from sharing in professional 
life. The Irish land question has passed 
into a problem. There is not a sod of 
the millions of Irish acres the ownership 
of which has not been three times sur- 
rendered by the Irish people because of 
their religious convictions. The Irish 
schools in this country date from the 
year 1845. That was the year in which 
our people migrated to this country... Our 
people came here flying from starvation 
and pestilence. Those who came to 
this country did not come from choice. 
I do not wish to say anything that might 
he used to cause ill-feeling, but IT must 
say that they came to this country because 
they could not go to the United States, 
and they could not go to the United 
States because they had not the three or 
four pounds that would take them in the 
hold of a sailing vessel. But they had 
the three or four shillings that enabled 
them to come amongst the zattle on the 
decks of the boats to this country. 
In my own constituency of Liverpool the 
Irish people gathered in the largest 
numbers in that disastrous time ; 26,000 
of them landed in the February of 1847, 
and soon afterwards 13,000 odd of them 
were in the receipt of relief ; they brought 
no money with them, no education in 
their heads, no training even of their 
hands. Some of them brought not only 
hunger but fever, and I could quote a 
notable passage from Carlyle on the 
subject which is well known to many. 
These were the circumstances under 
which the great migration into this 
country took place ; and what did this poor 
They gave out of their 


side by side the chapel and the Catholic 
schools, and I tell the Ministry this. 
They do not realise at all the feeling upon 
this question if they do not realise the 
fact. that to the Irish Catholic his school 
is as dear to him as his chapel. These 
are the men and women = who_ built 
the Catholic schools of this country, Am 
I not entitled to ask, therefore, that these 
schools shall be spared and reserved! Is 
it not aclaim that [can make to this 
assembly with confidence? [t is a claim 
of a minority, in face of a vast and over- 
whelming majority of people of other 
creeds ; it is the claim of a people who, 
while guarding their own liberties, never 
violated the liberties of others; it is a 
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claim inspired by genuine faith, sanctified 
by sacrifice unprofane by ascendancy, 
and I confidently leave it before the con- 
science and judgment of this House. 


*Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) : 
I do not propose to follow the hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division of 
Liverpool into the interesting sketch 
which he has given of the Irish 
historic position. It is sometimes thought, 
and perhaps more frequently said, that 
the English Nonconformists have a 
standing feud with the Catholic Party. 
[ do not know whether the hon. Member 
believes me or not when I say that so far 
as [| am personally concerned I have 
never entertained the slightest animosity 
to my Roman Catholie fellow-citizens. I 
do not believe in their creed, and they do 
not accept mine. But Lnever forget that 
in many, and some perhaps of the most 
important principles of the Christian 
faith, the Catholics and the Methodists 
are absolutely one. I hope, [ do not 
know whether rightly or wrongly, the 
day may possibly come when under 
happier auspices these religious differences 
ay to some extent have been set aside, 
and we may even see the accomplished 
Leader of the Irish Party in this House, 
the hon. Member for Waterford, rising 
to thank the English Nonconformists as 
Mr. O'Connell did in 1829. In 1829 
Mr. O'Connell appeared on the platform 
of the Protestant Society in London and 
thanked the Enelish Noncontformists. 
| will quote his words, as they have been 
sometimes challenged— 

‘*[ have come here as the representative, not 
of the intellect, of that [am incapable, but of 
the warm-hearted feeling of the people of 
Ireland. I stand here to-day with my country 
Lo express our gratitude in feeble but sincere 
language, for the exertions made on our behalf 
by our Protestant dissenting brethren.” 

[ do not know whether that happy day 
may ever come again when Noncontor- 
inists and Catholics may stand upon the 
same platform and describe one another 
as brethren ; but [ would venture to say 
that the Catholic case as presented by the 
hon. Member a moment ago seemed to 
me somewhat more moderate than that 
presented by the acknowledged and 
authorised organ of that great religious 
community in this country, because | 
observe that the Zablet on Saturday 
siid— 

“The Government knows by this time that 
the irreconcilable minimum of our demands 
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is that there shall be Catholic teachers all the 
time, with liberty to give Catholic instruction 
under Catholic control, to the children of 
Catholic parents.” 


They do not go on to say what I presume 


‘is inferred, that that education is to be 


given at the public cost. Till that is con- 
ceded, they say-— 

“They may cry ‘‘ peace, peace,’ and there 

shall be no peace.” 
And they preface that remark by saying 
that the resolutions of the Catholic bishops, 
supplementing those of the Education 
Council, have fairly committed the 
Catholics of the United Kingdom to a 
trial of strength with the Liberal Govern- 
ment. Already Clause 4, to which I will 
refer in a few moments, granting special 
facilities for religious education, seems to 
me to have gone beyond the length of 
justice and of reason. And if this demand 
really represents the minimum of the 
requirements of the Catholic Church, | 
hardly see myself how it is possible to meet 
that claim. 

May I say, passing from the Roman 
Catholie claims to which I make 
no further reference, that I am one of 
the last persons to entertain against the 
Chureh of England any animosity or 
hatred. I think that is the phrase used 
by the Leader of the Opposition on more 
than ene occasion when he has referred to 
the views of the persons whom he 
describes as the political dissenter. | 
was myself trained in an Anglican atmos- 
phere. At the college where | was no 
less than five Anglican Churchmen were 
responsible for my education, One was 
a dean, two were canons, and the others 
were clergymen of some distinction in 
the Anglican Church. Not a single lay- 
man assisted in such education as I 
obtained. Every morning for three years 
[ was compelled to listen to the Anglican 
Liturgy. I was one of two or three 
Dissenters, and [ received a large 
number of ponderous and elegantly bound 
volumes for winning the college Divinity 
prize. I passed through that ordeal with- 
out, | think, the smellof fire uponme I 
am sure that my Noncomformist opinions 
were never in the slightest degree jeopar- 
dised by that strange association which 
for three years I had ; and I may venture 
tourge the Irish Party not to be afraid of 
associating with those who _ have 
different ideals of Christianity, and belong 
to different sections of the Church of 
Christ. I hope that the time will come 
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when that enlightened policy which 
has been pursued in connection with 
the English universities by the Catholic 
authorities will be extended by the 
responsible authorities of their Church 
right down to the elementary schools in 
this country. I may remind the Irish 
Members in this House that one of their 
most eloquent, and one of their most ac- 
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complished colleagues, not now a Member | 
of this House—I refer to Mr. Michael | 
Wes- 


Davitt—was educated in a 
leyan day school in Lancashire, and 
so far as I know, he did not suffer in the 
slightest degree from it. 
the Opposition has spoken in a very 
derogatory way of what he calls the poli- 
tical Nonconformists, and has said that he 


always draws in his own mind a sharp | 


distinction between them and the spiritual 
or religious Noncomformists. I am not 
going into that nice distinction. I believe 


it to he wholly visionary and more suit- | 
able for the island of Laputa to which he | 
referred on Saturday, than for the com- | 
mon-sense regions in which we dwell. | 
But the Bill is from our point of view a, 


necessary Bill, and a moderate and reason- 
able Bill. It is not like the Government 
Bill of 1902. At the general election 
of 1900 who imagined for a moment 
that the men sent to Parliament 
were going to vote for the destruc- 
tion of the School Board system ? 
Here there has been no such ambiguity. 
The Leader of the Opposition said that 
children liked things clearly and precisely 
stated. So do grown-up people, and no 
issue has ever been put before the country 
with greater clearness and with greater 
precision than has the claim made by a 
vast section of the English people for 
public control, and for the abolition of the 
sectarian tests imposed upon teachers. 
This policy was foreshadowed and 
suggested nearly every great 
religions organisation in this country 
other than that of the Anglican Church 
—by nearly every impertant eduea- 
tional organisation, and in its main issue 
by the leading Labour organisations. 
We are told that the Free Churches of 
this country are not entitled to claim the 


] Vv 


right of guiding public opinion. Why 
are they denied this right?) They 


are in close touch with the working- | 


classes of this country, they are popularly 


elected organisations capable of feeling | 


the pulse of the country, and they have 
never put their power into the scale 


Mr, Perks, 


1COMMONS} 


The Leader of | 





and Wales) Bill. 1052 
jagainst popular liberty. These are 


some of the claims which the Free 
|Churches put forward when they urge 
| the Government to amend the unjust, 
unworkable, and costly legislation of 
1902. In what way dees the present 
Bill carry out our plans and our sug- 
gestions ! It was a very favorite assertion 
of the Leader of the Opposition—an 
assertion never proved—that his Bill 
had improved the position of Noncon- 
formists. Ihave no doubt he thought 
'so, but I have never met a Nonconformist 
who was of his opinion, and we claim the 
right to exercise our own judgment in 
‘that respect. All though the great 
county and diocese of Lincoln there is 
hardly a single case where one Noncon- 
formist since the passing of the Act of 
| 1902 has been appointed on the manage- 


iment of a voluntary school. ‘The 
diocesan syllabus of High Church 


instruction is given in all the non-pro- 
vided schools, large and small, although 
there is a large proportion of Noncon- 
formists attending them. It is not right 
to expect that the Nonconformists of that 
| great county should sit down quietly ard 
;accept the Act of 1902 asa solution of 
the difficulty. Indeed the diocesan in- 
spector of that county has candidly 
admitted that they took advantage of 
‘the presence of Methodist children in 
those schools for the purpose of embracing 
them in the folds of the Anglican Church. 
Canon Pennington, writing in 1807, 
said— 

© Our syllabus is always arranged soas to 
give distinetive denominational instruction. 
I always saw it was given when I was diocesan 
inspector, and always asked the children, 
chiefly the children of Nonconformist parents, 
questions bearing upon it. This is the case 
throughout Lincolnshire. Thus, in fact, we 
are training the children of Nonconformists to 
be children of the Church.” 
Nonconformists were determined to put 
an end at the earliest possible moment to 
the using of these Anglican schools for the 
purpose of alienating the children of 
Nonconformists from the faith of their 
fathers. But we sometimes argue upon 
this question as though nothing had taken 
place in the march of educational reform 
and progress during the last generation 
or two. There was a time when perhaps 
the parson might have been accepted as a 
satisfactory teacher even for secular 
education. That day has completely gone. 
The parson in the old days might have 


/been able to teach reading, writing, and 
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arithmetic, and the elements of know- 
ledge, but he is totally unfitted to perform 
the duties of a secular teacher to-day. 
That is the whole trend of educational 
experience in every country in the world. 


There is another thing which makes 
us most suspicious—antagonistie if you 
like—to the religious instruction given in 
these Church of England schools. The 
Church of England herself has completely 
altered. The Church of England is 
rapidly approximating in doctrine, creed, 
and ritual to the principles of the Roman 
Catholic Church. That is one strong 
reason why Nonconformists fought the 
last election with an intensity and earnest- 
ness never before exhibited in this 
country—to secure a Government that 
would make one of its first objects the 
reversal of the unfortunate legislation of 
1902. [admit perfectly that the political 
dissenter—if you choose so to describe 
him—took the field. There are many 
nen sitting on the Ministerial side of this 
House who would not have left their 
occupations, their municipal work, and 
their various social engagements, to seek 
a place in Parliament had it not been for 
the very distinct and special object. of 
carrying this Bill upon which we are now 


engaged. s 


Has this Bill met our reasonable 
demands! We asked for one type of 
schools under absolute popular control. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Duchy of Lancaster has pointed 
out how futile and absurd was the 
opinion that in those little village boards 
of management with a majority of 
four to two there was any effective 
popular contrel, and even now under the 
distant county council there cannot be in 
my judgment a rational popular control. 
We desire education authorities in smaller 
areas where a knowledge of the local 
interests and of the locality, and the assist 
ance of women on boards of school 
management in the work of elementary 
education, can be enlisted. It is impos- 
sible ina county like Lincoln for multi- 
tudes of people, otherwise fit, to spend a 
whole day for the purpose of sitting on 
the county council as the education 
authority, and while a very important 
step has been taken by the unification of 
of the schools and placing them under 
popular control, in my judgment that 
control will not be effective until greater 
use is made of those smaller school areas. 
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I observe that the power of appointing 
teachers is reserved for the central 
authority. I am not sure that that 
might not be modified by conferring such 
a power upon these local and smaller 
school areas. With regard to the teachers, 
I have the figures of a very large number 
of schools within twenty miles of the 
central town of my division, and I cannot 
find a single case where a Nonconformist 
teacher has been appointed under the 
Act of 1902, even in the lower grades 
of these various schools. It is only bare 
justice to the teachers in our schools 
that they should be exempted from 
those most humiliating extraneous duties 
which were often indirectly forced upon 
them, and they should be recognised as 
Civil Servants of the State. Reference 
has been made to the training colleges. 
I trust that steps may be taken to place 
all denominational training colleges in 
receipt of State aid under some sort of 
public control, and that the tests imposed 
upon students at our training colleges 
may be removed. In reply to those 
who are so afraid of the influence of the 
teachers [ may remind the House that 
70 per cent. of the teachers in the School 
Board schools have been educated in the 
strict preserves of the training colleges 
of the Anglican Church. If hon. Members 
will read a number of letters which have 
appeared in that well known Church cf 
England newspaper, the Layman, they 
will find in letters from twelve or 
fourteen experienced teachers in school 
board schools most valuable evidence 
of the religious influence exerted in 
those schools by teachers who have 
been trained in the training colleges 
of the Anglican Church. So far as 
popular eontrol and the abolition of 
ecclesiastical tests are concerned, every- 
hody until quite recently appeared to be 
agreed. My right hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Wolverhampton has quoted 7/e 
7imes newspaper and the Standard news- 
paper, and what they state is only typical 
of every journal which has dealt with this 
subject. I know there was a little quarrel 
between the Lirnanghum Post and the 
Yorkshire Post as to whether the former 
journal had quite accurately stated the 
cause of the defeat of the Unionist Party 
at the last election. The former paper 
said it was the Education Act of 1902, 
the latter said it was tariff reform. Now 
the religious difficulty comes upon the 
field, and it is the most troublesome and 
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contentious subject with which we have to 
deal. The right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
her ifor West Birmingham in one of his 
letters says that there are only two 
alternatives, the first being a secular 
system, a purely secular system, with 
outside facilities—-— 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Member has not quoted me verbatim. — | 
never called the system secular, but 
what I suggested does involve an entire 
separation between religious and secular 
instruction, That can hardly be called a 
secular system, 


*Mr. PERKS: I understand that the 
right hon, Gentleman suggests only two 
plans, but I am going to suggest a third, 
and I think it is the best of the three—at 
any rate it is the one which the Govern- 
ment has accepted. I will take the first. 
Supposing we say that the school in 
regular hours is to deal with only secular 
subjects. I imagine that excludes Bible 
reading, and consequently Bible exposi- 
tion. The right hon. Gent!eman suggests 
that facilities should be given outside 
school hours, but upon the — school 
premises, for the various — religious 
denominations if they want to give their 
special doctrinal instruction. That is a 
perfectly intelligible and clear plan, which 
is supported by a very considerable 
amount of opinion in this country, but it 
has to contend with this great and in- 
superable diiticulty, namely, that it turns 
the bible out of the elementary schools 
of England. That is against English 
sentiment and opposed to the wishes of a 
huge and preponderating section of British 
opinion. Therefore, [ think that may be 
brushed aside as not being a practical 
policy. Now what is the policy which is 
proposed as an alternative? It is this. 
Let every religious denomination come 
into the school for the purpose of 
explaining and impressing upon the 
children the various religious views which 
they hold. That theory has been smashed 
into atoms from a practical standpoint by 
one of the most accomplished educationa- 
lists that was ever at the Education De- 
partment, namely, Sir J. Fitch. It in- 
volves an inquiry into the religious 
opinions of the children in the schools. 
Someone would have to go round to 
take a sort of religions census in order 
to ascertain the opinions of — the 
parents of some 500 or 1,000 children 
Mr. Perks, 
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attending a school, That would have 
been the first difficulty confronting the 
managers. Having ascertained the reli- 
gious opinions of the parents they were 
to be divided into about ten, twelve, or 
even twenty sects. They would have to 
be penned off in different little rooms at 
times suitable for their instruction ; anil 
that is the second difficulty. The third 
difliculty is who is to teach them? It is 
impossible to impose this duty upon the 
headmaster or the headmistress who may 
not be acquainted with the views of the 
parents or the requirements of the 
children, I think upon one occasion the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham spoke of the Wesleyan 
religion. I may point out that there is no 
such thing as the Wesleyan religion, 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have not 
made any speech on this subject lately. 
I know | referred incidentally to it ina 
speech the other day. 


*Mr. PERKS: I 
hon. Gentleman has 
engaged in dealing with more important 
subjects, but IT remember the right hon 
Gentleman using in 1902 the expression 
which seemed to me to bea very extra- 
ordinary one, and one, which at all events, 
shows great ignorance of the Wesleyan 
Chureh, its creeds and its practices. 
If the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham with his great ex- 
perience of Nonconformity is in such a 
state of blissful ignorance, what must he 
the state of the average village teacher 
upon this subject ? The first objection is 
that the scheme necessitates an inquiry 
into the opinions of the parent, the second 
that it pens off the children into a number 
of little ecclesiastical folds, and the third 
that it requires an inquiry into the theo- 
logical opinions of the staff and involves 
the admission of various clergy. It in- 
creases what I think every citizen and 
every patriot and every Christian man 
must desire to decrease —it increases, In- 
stead of removes, strife of areligious nature 
amongst the children of our homes and cf 
our people. That is the second suggestion 
in the right hon. Gentleman’s letter. But 
the Government has adopted another plan. 
The Government has fallen back upon the 
well-tried experience of the various school 
hoards of this country, and it has adopted 
a scheme in this Bill, which I believe is 
reasonable, workable and practical, andalso 


know that the right 


been recently 
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a popular one based upon the experience. 
of our great school boards and upon the 
popular judgment of the electors of this 
country. The Bill provides for simple 
Bible teaching. [Opposition cries of 


“No.”| The Government unquestionably | 
gives authority to the local education | 


authority to continue what has been done 
by all the great school boards with hardly 
a single exception. 
tem is a simple Bible system. As the 
President of the Board of Education has 
said, the Bible stands at the very base 
of school board instruction in this country, 
I very well remember one of the Articles 
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The school board sys- | 


of the Anglican Church, which I have not | 


looked at for more than thirty years—I 
believe it is Article 6—and it lays down 
the doctrine that the holy Scriptures are 
at the basis of the Religious Faith of the 
Church of England. What has been the 
reception of Clause 3, and what is that 
clause! It is anathematised by almost 
everybody. The Bishop of London goes 
so far as to say— 

“ Religious instruction under this provision 

will be given of the kind which the board 
schools were built to avoid.” 
That is certainly a most extraordinary 
statement for any bishop of the Anglican 
Church to make. We are told that there 
cannot be such a thing as fundamental 
religious instruction. A late Member of 
this House, Lord Hugh Cecil, said— 

“It imposes a system of education which at 
the best tends to undermine Christianity.” 

That is a position which it is almost 
impossible for any Nonconformist to 
assent to. ‘Then there is the contrary 
opinion held by Canon Henson. Preach- 
ing at Westminster on April 9th, Canon 
Henson said— 

“Schools erected before the Education Act 
were mostly erected on the broad understand- 
ing that the principles of the established 
Church were those of all Protestants. The 
schools erected since the passing of the Educa- 
tion Act were erected under legal compulsion 
and were, in point of fact, a cheap alternative 
for rate-built and rate-supported schools.” 
The same authority says— 

_ The Church of England ought to constitute 
itself the champion and the exponent of that 
fundamental Christianity which was common 
to Protestants, and alone commended itself to 
the general acceptance of the English nation.” 
What does Clause 3 do 
nationalism—for the Church of England, 
the Wesleyans, the Roman Catholics, and 
other denominations who own sectarian 
schools? I have known many a time, 


| the 


| site who think that is not enough. 


and Wales) Bill. 1058 


in the course of my business experience, 
propositions put before great commercial 
undertakings for grants in towns like 
Crewe, Rugby, York, and many other 
places. I could name applications which 
have been made by Church of England 
school managers for grants for schools 
for the purpose of avoiding school board 


rates on railways and other commercial 


institutions. It is a fallacy to suppose 
that the money given to all these schools 
has been given for the purpose of ad- 
vaneing the religious tenets of the 
communities to which they belong. The 
clause puts the whole cost of maintaining 
these schools on the local authority. 
The ratepayer or taxpayer thereby makes 
a considerable grant to the denomination. 
In the next place it gives them the use of 
these schools on week evenings and, as mv 
right hon. friend has said, on Saturday 
and Sunday. There are 7,000,000 children 
in the Sunday schools of England ; their 
instruction will go on, on Sunday, in these 
buildings, which in the case of the Church 
of England will be paid for by the State. 
It gives them also rent. Now what is 
the rent going tobe? From figures which 
I have roughly taken out it would appear 
that the Church of England will receive in 
the shape of rent, if her schools are trans- 
ferred to the public authorities, upwards 
of £500,000 per annum, the Wesleyan 
Church upwards of £20,000, the Roman 
Catholic Church upwards of £40,000, and 
the other denominations and the British 
schools upwards of £20,000. These are 
all endowments for the benefit of these 
religious communities for handing over 
their buildings on several days of the 
week for the purpose of secular instruc- 
tion. Furthermore, it affords the oppor- 
tunity for religious instruction to be 
given, On two days of the week special 
religious instruction can be given. That 
clause will probably not be availed of by 
some of the great Nonconformist churches 
in the country. They are content with 
3ible instruction given by the 
There are hon Gentleman oppo- 
They 


teacher. 


| want the child trained in abstruse or fine 


for denomi- | 


| 





theological problems and theories. They 
therefore wish to superadd something to 
the common Biblical instruction given by 
the great school boards of the country, 
and it is provided in the Bill that on two 
mornings of the week a teacher of religion 
—either the curate of the parish, or, in 
the case of Catholics, if they accept this 
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clause, the priest—would come in and 
give the instruction which he thought 
necessary. We are told that this is the 
endowment of Nonconformity, that it is 
establishing a new religion, or a Noncon- 
formist religion. Who has ever heard 
before that the Bible is a Nonconformist 
book and that instruction given out of 
the Bible is Nonconformist religion? It 
is a new religion, according to the view 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham. 

{ want to say one or two words 
on Clause 4. [ am bound to say 
that when we come to the extended 
facilities proposed to be given by that 
clause we are entering upon somewhat 
debatable ground, and so far as I am 
concerned I do not at all like the extended 
facilities proposed to be given. This 
clause has, | understand, been rejected 


by the Roman Catholie Church and 
by the Anglican Church. The Bishop 
of London says that the — facili- 


ties are so grudging and so hedged 


round by conditions as to be prac- 
tically useless. What are the main 
objections to this clause from the 
standpoint of English Nonconformists 


whose views I specially hold? In the 
first place, it appears to me that they 
render Clause 3 nugatory, or largely 
nugatory. It is proposed that in all 
urban ‘districts with a population of 
5,000—that means in areas represented 
by 24,000,000 people out of 32,00C6,000— 
sectarian denominational schools should 
be perpetuated. The Bill provides for 
an option being given to the local 
authorities to give sectarian teaching, 
which would be followed manifestly by 
religious tests in schools, in places where 
there is a population of over 5,000, and 
where the right is claimed by the parents. 
That would have the effect of plunging 
almost every local community into a 
struggle on religious issues ‘at their 
various local elections. The effect on 
the teaching staff, in my judgment, would 
be most pernicious. It would involve 
the entry into these schools of religious 
teachers, and I greatly fear that it would 
perpetuate passive resistance by many 
English Nonconformists, which has been 


such an unfortunate result of the 
legislation of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the Opposition. 


I know that it was an amusing thing to 
the late Minister of Education to tind 
ministers of religion flung into gaol under 


Mr. Perks. 
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the provisions of the Act of 1902, and 
to find a number of persons haled before 
the magistrates for non-payment of rates. 
The hon. Gentleman treated this as a 
most amusing incident of his tenure of 
office. I trust that he may never have 
another opportunity of seeing such an ex- 
hibition of public antipathy to any Bill. 
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I would only venture in conclusion 
to express in regard to this particular 
clause the hope that the Government 
will keep an open mind. It is rejected 
by the Anglican Church, it does not 
meet the wishes of the Catholic Church, 
and it is adverse to the strong convie- 
tions of a very large percentage of the 
Nonconformists. If that be the case, 
why retain it in the Bill?) The Bill is 
workable and practical 
measure without it. There is no com- 
pulsion at all upon sectarian — school 
managers. If they choose to close the 
doors of their schools they can do so, 
and if they desire to keep the doors open 
they can do so. In bygone days those 
great religious communities made great 
sacrifices In the interest of education. 
If a religious community feels strongly 
on this subject, what is its paramount 
duty ? It will keep these schools open; 
it will not transfer them to the local 
authority. What the local authorities 
would have to do would be to build a new 
commodious up-to-date school in place of 
what is often at the present moment 
an old-fashioned, broken-down, insanitary 


building. I would recall to the mind of 
the Government a_ letter that was 


written in 1870 by Lord Ripon to Mr. 
Forster when he was geting the Bill 
of that year through the House of 
Commons. Lord Ripon was the Minister 
in attendance on the Crown at Balmoral, 
and he wrote to Mr. Forster as follows— 
“ Your business and mine is simply to try 
and get the Bill through without alterations to 
which we object. [f Gladstone prefers to carry 
it by the aid of the Tories rather than by 
consolidating the bulk of the Liberals that is 
his affair, not curs, and we must let him do what 
he likes on that point.” 
That was an untortunate piece of advice, 
and it led to a condition of discontent 
for many years between Nonconformists 
and a section of the Liberal Party and Mr. 
Gladstone’s Government. I recall that 
passage in the progress of the Bill 
of 1870 for the purpose of suggesting to 
the Government that if Clause 4 is 
universally reprobated by the various 
sections of the community for whom it 
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is intended 
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it would bs futile to 


pursue what it proposes in the face of 


that opposition. 


*Sirn HENRY CRAIK: I think if the 


House wished to learn something of the | 
spirit which animates this Bill it could | 
not have done better than to listen to | 


the speech of the hon. Gentleman who 
has just sat down. The hon. Gentleman 
has endeavoured by every means in his 
power to raise the strongest feelings of 
religious bitterness and has imported into 
the debate his own particular religious 


{7 May 


| 


opinions. In his eloquent and impres- 
sive speech the hon. Member for | 
the Scotland Division of Liverpool 


hegan by stating that he spoke entirely 
for the Catholic Church. I think as he 
went on, when he spoke words which 
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not say, “You must teach the faith of 
the children in your school.” It is 
true that, so far as Section 7 is con- 
cerned, it preserves the teachers in 
their office so long as they live; but the 
right hon. Member forgot that in case of a 
vacancy there was no power on the part 
of the local authority to appoint a teacher 
to teach the denoiminational religion. 
Unlike the hon. Member for Scotland 
Division, I do not approach the disens- 
sion of this Bill as a representative of any 
particular communion, a position which 
{am not entitled to assume. It is true 
that my objections to the Bill are based 
mainly, although not solely, upon the 
treatment of the voluntary schools, and 
upon the attempted solution, which [ 


‘think no solution at all, of the religious 


/ question in education. 


touched the hearts of all of us, we felt | 
any particular section, but as inflicting 


that he had unduly narrowed the 
scope of his own sympathies. I think also 


he unduly doubted the sympathy he might | 


obtain from his Anglican fellow subjects. | 


Before I touch on the Bill I should like to | 


touch on one or two points brought for- 


ward by the right hon. Gentleman the 


Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster. 


He began by the somewhat unusual pro- | 


cess of answering speeches which were 


delivered elsewhere than in this House, | 
| slons. 


and he quoted unquestionable 
authority various newspapers, as if we 
were bound to accept their statements as 
the expression of our own views. 
Some of those views I cannot accept. | 
do not think they have been expressed 
within the limits of the discussion 
inthis House. ‘The right hon, Gentleman 
went on further to speak as to the man- 
date given at the last election in regard 
to this question of education. He re- 
ferred to one or two of the provisions of 
the Bill, but [think he gave more atten- 
tion to the opinions expressed on the 
public platform and in the newspaper 
articles than to the clauses of the Bill. 
He refused to accept the criticism as to 
the guarantee of the facilities in every 
case, and stated semewhat hotiy in reply 


as 


But L propose to 
discuss the Bill, not from the standpoint of 


an injury upon constitutional and indi- 
vidual liberty, because it interferes with 
the rights of the family and the home, 
and will, [I believe, adversely influence 
educational progress in general, a work 
in which my whole life has been spent, 
and the progress of which I believe to be 
one of the supreme interests of the 
nation. There are two features which 
reappear in all these educational discus- 
The first is that whenever an 


| English Minister of Education rises to 


propose a new Bill, he invariably laments 


ithe dire necessity laid upon him to 


address an audience chiefly interested 
in disputed questions of religious belief, 


‘and he then proceeds to occupy the 


| else. 


greater part of his speech with little 
Both these features have been 
repeated by the President of the Board of 
Edueation in introducing this Bill. He 
described the crowded audience which 
gathered to hear him asattracted not by his 
eloquence and wit, nor by any interest in 
edueation, but only by the prospect of an 
acrimonions discussion of these questions. 


| He then proceeded to satisfy these tastes 


to such objections that these facilities | 


would be a necessary consequence of the 
Bill. 


might tind themselves under the tender 


But he forgot that the trustees | 
| country 


mereies of the triumvirate, and might | 


have to the position forced 


upon them. 


accept 


The right hon. Gentleman | t : 
said that it was necessary that in the | less prominence in the discussion. 


by devoting more than nine-tenths of his 
speech solely to religious disputes, and 
giving us a modicum of edueational bread 
to an ocean of the sack of sectarian <is- 
I venture to claim for my own 
that when Education Bills 
dealing with Scotland have been discussed 
in this House, the religious question, if not 
entirelyabsent,at least occupied very much 


I do 


cussion. 


four-fifth clause the local authority could | not think this has been due to any lack 
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of tenacious hold on their religious creeds 
on the part of my countrymen, nor to | 
the absence of denominational teaching 
from our educational system, which on 
the contrary, frankly, avowedly, and as I 
conceive logically, gives full freedom to 
all denominations, But in this reiterated 
complaint of the intrusion of religious 
feeling into educational questions, is there 
not something of conscious or unconscious 
cant? What wonder that the problems 
concerning men so deeply, and affecting 
them so vitally as the position of religion 
in the eternal economy of our schools 


should arouse strong feeling? While 
human nature remains what it is, it will 


continue to be stirred by what lies at the 
foundation of our children’s education, and 
it is folly to expect that the enthusiastic 
defence of religious belief will retire from 
the field until you effect a reasonable 
settlement. After all, there are only 
three possible attitudes towards any 
religious dogma. We may be for the 
dogma, against the dogma, or we may 
care nothing either way. Whatever the 
attitude we assume we are the adherents 
of a particular sect or form of opinion, to 
one or other of which every human being 
must belong, and no one of us has a right 
to stigmatise his fellow-citizens as narrow- 
minded or sectarian because he holds a 


particular view. Which is the best 


of these views must remain a matter of 


eternal dispute, and for the settlement 
of that dispute I think most hon. Members 
will agree there can be no worse arena 
that the House of Commons, But 
although Parliament cannot safely inter- 
fere to pronounce on any particular 
religious dogma, Parliament has a function 
of supreme importance of which it cannot 
divest itself, that of laying down the 
conditions under which diverse religious 
convictions shall operate. What is to be 
the rule in the application of these 
conditions ? Can there be any other than 
to leave the most absolute freedom to all ? 
I would venture to repeat some weighty 
words of Dr, Chalmers, whose authority 

Nonconformists will at least not question, 
which were quoted by the late Lord 
Playfair in this House in 1871— 

‘If there were not,” 
said Chalmers, 

‘as there certainly was not, a theological 
lone versed in dogma, the next best 
thing is that in any public measure for the 
education of the people, Government should 
abstain from introducing the element of religion 


Sir Henry Craik. 
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| at all into their part of the scheme, leaving 
this matter entirely to the parties w ho had to 
do with the erection and management of the 
schools, which the Government had been called 
on to assist.” 

These words I hold express the charter 
under which all religious communities are 
entitled to work, and all the ditticulties and 
perplexities which have arisen are due only 
to your having deserted that principle, 

What, briefly, has been the his- 
tory of State action in regard to 

-education ? Will the House allow me to 
recall it in two or three sentences for the 
light it throws upon the present position ! 
These Parliamentary grants for the 
maintenance of the schouls are less than 
seventy years old. At first, and although 
hon. Members may have forgotten it, tor 
nearly one half of that period the rule 
was that no school was eligible for grant 
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which was not connected with some 
recognised religious community. That 


rule ended only in 1870. I do not assert 
that it was an expedient rule, or that it 
should be continued. —[ only adduce it as 
showing the attitude assumed by the 
State and the responsibility which that 
attitude involved. It was only with the 
Act of 1870, when a new class of rate 
supported schools was established, that « 
novel restriction was imposed,and that last 
refuge of logical imbecility and of mora! 
cowardice—the Cowper-Temple clause— 
was invented. Many of us will be ready to 
admit that illogical as that scheme Was it 
might in practice work fairly enough 
when the restrictions which it imposed 
were partial only, and when the voluntary 
schools still supplied outlet for 
dom. It was introduced into the Bill by 
Mr. Gladstone as an afterthought and, as 
we all know, with a scarcely suppressed 
feeling of dislike. Under no circum 
stance could he, as he fully admitted, have 
altered his Bill to introduce this clause 
unless it had been supplemented — by 
definite denominational teaching in the 
voluntary schools. Let me quote two 
or three sentences of Mr. Gladstone's 
utterances in 1870. Onthe 10th of June 
he said— ; 

“We know perfectly well that practical 
judgment and the spirit of Christianity com- 
bined with common sense may sueceed, and 
does succeed in a vast number of eases, in 
avoiding the thorny path of controversy in the 
work of communicating religious instruction to 
children, but the whole essence of that process 
lies in its voluntary character.” 

On the 30th of June he used the 
following words, which seem almost 
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prophetic of the situation which has now 
arisen— 

“We do not admit that the simple and 
devout character of teaching can be secured by 
an attempt to exclude all reference to tenets 
and doctrines. ‘That is an exelusion that 
cannot be effected, and if it could be, ought 
not to be. It is an invasion of the freedom of 
religious teaching such as ought not to be 
tolerated in this country. And those who 
ittempt to sustain it in argument, whether 
is between party and party in this House, or 
is betyeen one branch of the legislature and 
nother, will find themselves shattered and 
liscomfited the moment they attempt to 
bring to the tribunal of reason a proposal to 
establish by law a system so forced and so 
annataral,” 


And, it being a quarter-past Eight of 
the clock, and there being Private 
Business set down by direction of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means under 
Standing Order No. 8, further Proceed- 
ing was postponed without Question put. 


MERSEY RAILWAY BILE [Lorps] 
(By ORDER.) 
WIRRAL RAILWAY (EXTENSION OF 
TIME) BILE [Lorps] (By OrpdeEr.) 
Second Reading deferred till Monday 
next at a quarter-past Eight of the clock. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND 
WALES) BILL. 
Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


time, 


Which Amendment was, 

“Ty leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’ ”—(.Mr. Wyndham.) 


(Juestion again proposed, “That the 
word ‘now’ stand part of the Question. 


Sin HENRY CRATIS, resuming his 
speech, said :—-Under the new regulation 
the voluntary schools were the safety 
valve in regard to the religious teaching 
which was denied to the children in 
public schools. ‘That compromise then 
was made possible only by the facet that 
voluntary schools retained their freedom. 
for more than thirty years they con- 
tinued educating three-fifths of the chil- 
dren, and with voluntary contributions 
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amounting to 7s. a head against 35s. 


from the public grant. ‘That is to say, 
voluntary subscriptions met one-fifth of 
the cost and left the State without any 
burden for the religious education given 
in the schools. But what wonder that 
under the new conditions the  diffi- 
culties of voluntary schools increased ? 
The subscribers had to bear their 
share of rates for schools from which 
they and their children derived no 
benefit. The standard of school-building 
and school equipment rose, the standard 
of education got higher and higher, and 
their resources were necessarily crippled. 
At the same time, the local authorities 
questioned the efficiency of these schools 
and claimed a share of authority in their 
management, a claim which the State had 
never made. The Act of 1902 gave that 
share of management and rightly added to 
it the duty of contributing to the mainten- 
ance to help the necessities of these schools. 
The Act gave them the power of regulat- 
ing the whole of the secular instruction 
tixing the salaries of the teachers, and 
regulating their appointment and dismis 
sal save and except in regard to religious 
instruction. Tam ready to admit that it 
was a hazardous experiment and T hope 
hon. Members opposite will credit me 
with an honest desire to understand their 
point of view. The experiment was 
hazardous, but it was not unjust that in 
return for having a share in the manage- 
ment the local authorities should be 
compelled to bear a share in the burden 
of maintaining them. I am quite willing 
to admit that there were under the Act 
of 1902 certain inequalities, I will not sav 
certain injustices. There were one or 
two provisions in that Act which I would 
gladly see altered. The voluntary sub- 
eribers had still to bear the cost of 
premises, which more than covered the 
cost of religious education. I should 
have preferred that instead of taking that 
form, the contribution should have been 
ear-marked for religious education. | 
should have preferred also that the 
voluntary schools had had the option of 
remaining outside the scope of the local 
authority and receiving grants as 
hefore. [ should have preferred also 
that the rights of minorities should have 
heen better secured by Sections 8 and 9 
of the Act of 1902, and that even in 
single-school areas, schools should have 
been deemed necessary when, in the 
words of the Scottish Act, they were 
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“required, regard being had to the 
religious belief of the parents for whose 
children they were intended.” This 
might have been costly, but it would not 
at least have cost that £1,000,000 a year, 
which the right hon. Gentleman lightly 
proposes to throw into his Bill without 
one jot tittle or iota of 
benefit. 
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And now what is to be done under 
this new Bill? It begins with a measure 
which, in spite of the denuncia- 
tions of the Chancellor of the Duchy, I 
must still call, as I believe it to be, a 
sweeping scheme of confiscation, in which 


trusts are treated with callous in- 
difference. If no arrangement is made 


under Clause 2 they are left under 
Clause 8 to an unequal contest before the 
triumvirate of Commissioners, with all 
the chances against them. ‘There are 
aggravations of this star-chamber process 
which I leave other Members to expose, 
as I wish to confine myself to the 
educational effects of the Bill. As a 
meagre sop we are allowed a string of 
facilities, differing in degree, according 
to the accident of a local contest 
or the nice balance of a_ fraction. 


educational | 
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object of this legislation: uniformity of 
public control. Those words were often 
used without qualification, but I observed 
that the Chancellor of the Duchy was 
careful to qualify the phrase by saying 
uniformity of public control over expendi- 
ture. By what mandate! I am prepared 
to admit that the nation desired, and 
rightly desired, public control commen- 
surate with public assistance, but not 
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further. What is this great idea of 
uniformity which is sought here! 


Monotony of type is not an object in 
itself. It is contrary to all our national 
instincts, it checks wholesome rivalry and 
wholesome variety. Do you desire to 
introduce some foreign model like that of 
Germany, where the children are turned 


/out on a uniform type and where the 


\ 


work of the schools is under a single 
official 2 Such a system is not in accord- 
ance with the genius of our race to foster 
and preserve and not to check the variety 


in tvpe of our schools. It is no 
educational advantage. It tends to 


| produce dull and mechanical routine, 


intellectually and = morally pernicious. 


| Try such a system in Scotland or in 


I attach very little value to any of these 


facilities, and I am not prepared to waste 
any words in discussing the precise scope 
which they would cover. We are to 
have ordinary facilities, special facilities, 
extended facilities, depending upon the 
balance of a popular election, and 
the variation of a fraction. To all these 
IT can only say that the man who 
has most practical experience of a 


| justice than I can subscribe to. 
(to be the type of this uniformity you are 


school will attach least importance to | 


them. It is at the door of a school or in 
the choice of a teacher that the parent 
can alone exercise his right of selection. 
I know of no case in any country where 
these facilities have served as a solution for 
any length of time or upon any large scale, 
1 wish to point out only one very practi- 
eal ditticulty. Suppose you have a school 
of 700, you will require the services of 
some twenty teachers. 


hour ina day ! How is it possible that 
you are to provide for this purpose 
twenty or twenty-five men to come in 


during an hour or a part of it who are | 


not to be permitted to take part in the 

rest of the teaching of the school? 

What is this scheme to carry out! 

We are told it is to carry out what is the 
Sir Henry Craik. 


| 


Ireland, and you will find such a response 
as will make any Government think twice 
before it continues the experiment. 
Is justice different when it 
between or crosses the Irish Channel ! 
{An Hon. Membper: Yes.| The hon. 
Member has a more territorial idea of 


What is 


passes 


going to establish ? You are to exact a 
religious uniformity, I care not whether 
you call it a new or an old uniformity, to 
be prescribed by the State or by the local 
authority. It to be a uniformity 
apparently in which all subjects as to 
which different opinions may prevail are 
to be tabooed. Religion is not the only 


is 


subject. History, literature, _ political 
economy, even the physical — sciences 
are involved. There is to be one 


tvpe of religion with the teacher for 


Ra ee Se high-priest, yet free to refuse the function 
d 5 48e eT “ . P i a. 
Meats . : fand in any case without credentials of 
duplicated for a single hour or portion of | . 


his fitness to perform it. 


It is said that there is another 
mandate: that there shall be no_ tests 
for teachers. But there is none such 


now, under any Education Act, except 
such test as must last, long 
as you leave freedom to any body ot 
managers. As to this the right hon. 


as 
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Gentleman is in a dilemma. Either his 
concession to the four-fifths schools is 
a worthless sham, or the local authority 
must take the creed of a teacher into 
consideration, and thereby establish a 
test just as it exists now. And who 
is to define this uniform religion? We 
are told by Dr. Clifford, 1 think, that | 
it is a religion which has no adherents 
and which no one professes. And in no | 
part of his speech was the right hon. | 
Gentleman so violent as when he re- | 
pudiated any idea that such a religion 
expressed the views of the Nonconform- 
ists. If the right hon. Gentleman was | 
looking for a short title to his Bill I 
would suggest to him one of two. The 
short title of the Bill might be “An Act 
to require that the religion of nobody 
shall be taught by anybody,” or else | 
“An Act to provide that nobody shall 
teach anybody's religion.” Is this uni- 
form religion to be defined by an 
annual code, and year by year shorn of 
some of its essentials? What is a/| 
formulary distinctive of any sect? Is it | 
distinctive of one sect? There is no such | 
formulary. Or is it one not received by | 
all sects!) Then any new schism may | 

whittle away one of the) 





to-morrow 
branches of your fundamental Christianity. 


But this scheme is not only fundament- | 
ally wrong in principle : it is educationally | 
pernicious. In all subjects we have of 
late insisted that the teacher shall adduce | 
proof of his fitness to teach them with | 
that knowledge and conviction which | 
beget energy and enthusiasm. Is religion | 
to be the one exception? We have | 
widened the conception of education and 
treated it not merely as the acquiring of 
a few intellectual aptitudes, and some 
facility in reading, writing and arithmetic, 
but as the building up of the character. Is 
the supreme sanction of moral conduct to | 
he attained by eliminating from the train- 
ing that which most of us believe to be the | 
strongest element of education? Where, | 
alter all, does the parent come in? The | 
right hon. Gentleman told us the other | 
night that he hated the phrase “children | 
of the State” and forced his repudiation | 
hy a simile in which he did not spare the | 
blushes of the mace on the table, but. is | 
he not here assuming for the State what | 
is the parent’s most solemn function ? | 
lven to the parent of the child sent as a | 
punitive measure to the industrial school, 


| 
you give a freedom of choice in the | 


| spirit only ? 
| different sections of the House, whether 


, great traditions have been nurtured. 


| people pevish.” 
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selection of a denominational school, 
which you deny to thrifty responsible 
and industrious parents. What has such 
a scheme led to elsewhere? In America 
all tradition has contracted — religious 
teaching and with what result? It has 
heen gradually lessened till in some 
States even the reading of the Bible is 
prohibited, vast numbers are educated 
in private schools, and 1,500,000 children 
are educated in the parochial schools with- 
out grant and without supervision. The 
question is giving serious consideraticn 
to those best fitted to judge the position 
of American education. — President 
Murray Butler of Columbia University 
tells us that one side of education, its re- 
ligious side, is neglected, and that they 


| are face to face with the alternative of 


giving grants to parochial or voluntary 
schools, or of checking the sphere of the 
public schools, and instituting a new 
organisation for religious teaching. Do 
you wish to allow a whole mass of eduea- 
tion to pass out of public supervision ? Is 
such a scheme in accordance with our past 
history, full as it is with great names of 
the heroes of Church and of Dissent, of 
Catholics and of Protestant? Is our 
literature the product of one religious 
I would appeal to the 


this meagre fare is that upon which their 
No, 
Sir, the Bill is wrong educationally, 
wrong in its scornful treatment of conseien- 
tious belief, wrong most of all in its 
cramping uniformity, and in its restriction 
or constitutional and parental freedom. 
The right hon. Gentleman quoted from 
that prolific fountain head of quotation 
“The Book of Proverbs,” those mystic 
words: “ Where there is no vision the 
These familiar words 
haunt our thoughts as the expression of 
the great truth that to veligion we owe 
that stirring of the imagination, that 
quickening of intellectual life which is 
one of its inestimable — benefits. 
sut for millions of our fellowmen pressed 
by the ills of life, burdened by physical 
and moral pain, saddened by misfortune 
and bereavement for whom life has little 
to offer, it holds out a greater gain in a 
definite creed, opening wider hopes and 
showinga sunshine behind the dark clouds 
of life. 
these hopes by restricting the freedom 
of their creed. This scheme may give to 


Do not, I beseech you, banish 
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you the freedom you desire, but do not 
seek to remind us that there may be times 


“ When a factious band agree 
‘i'o call it freedom when themselves are free.” 
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Leave the school free as a nurturing 
place of character, as an influence of the 
widest intellectual scope, inculeating the 
best sanction to moral conduct, free to 
steer its course 

“True to the kindred points of Heaven and 

Home.” 


You are now in the heyday of your 


power, the masters of many legions which , 


may enable you for the moment to over- 
come our opposition, But time and the 
spirit of the nation are with us, and far 
beyond these walls in many a humble 
home, in many a lonely village, in the 
great centres of population gathering in 
their vast assemblies, opinion is crystalis- 
ing against vou. These forces will have 
their reprisals, and they will come in 
other sort and with greater dignity than 
are seen in the petty vindictiveness 
of this cramping, this ungenerous, this 
illiberal Bill. 


*Mr. BELLOC (Salford, S.): I only 
address the House because, after the 
speech of the hon. Member for 


the Scotland Division of Liverpool, 
I desire to express the view held by the 
English Liberal Catholic body. No one 
will deny the importance of that view. 
The House must remember that we are 
a very large body numerically, We are 
as large numerically as Liverpool and 
Manchester combined, and larger than 
Birmingham and its surrounding group 
of lesser towns. Though it is true that 
probably the main part of that body is 
Irish in origin, and therefore to some 
extent attached to the Irish Party for 
its defence, vet it must also be remem- 
bered that it exists in England, and that 
it returns to Parliament Members, nearly 
always Liberal, who are pledged usually 
to the Irish voters, and always to the 
Catholic voters of their Division to 
retain if possible the present privileges 
of the Catholic schools. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Louth made use of the word 
“moderate,” and I have also heard the 
word “compromise” mentioned re- 
gards the Catholic schools. I cannot too 
emphatically point out that those two 
words are absolutely meaningless when 
the House of Commons is dealing with 
Catholic faith. The House may tyranni- 
Sir Henry Craik. 
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cally insist on their having less, but 


English Catholics cannot be content with 
less for their Catholic children than 
Catholic schools with Catholic teachers 
teaching the Catholic religion, and im- 
pressing the children all the time. 
Though I cannot go into the whole 
“why ” of that demand, I can give you a 
glimpse of it. I desire the House to re- 
member the history of the religious body 
to which I belong. ‘There is no machinery 
for teaching history properly in the Uni- 
versities, and still less in the great public 
schools of this country which are 
attended by the wealthy; if there 
were, no educated Englishman would he 
ignorant of the fact that in the history 
of religious persecution since Diocletian 
nothing can compare with the persecution 
of the Catholic people of this country hy 
the wealthy and official classes. It has 
not been a popular persecution, but a 
cold, deliberate, and bloody persecution 
onthe part of the men who got hold of 
the land of the country after the dissolu- 
tion of the monasteries. Can you wonder 
if, after twe centuries of such suffering, we 
emerged a wholly distinct and highly 
homogeneous body? Right or wrong, 
all the rest of the country stands as a body 
of English Protestants unless [ except 
the small body of the Jews. The hon. 
Member for Louth asked why, if we allow 
our members to go to the Universities, we 
will not allow them to go to public schools 
which are Protestant in purpose. I can 
answer him, for I have been to one of 
these Universities. I love my college, 
though | know it to be thoroughly Pro 
testant. I can tell the hon. Member 
why I can so accept it. It is because the 
effect of University teaching is vastly 
different from the effect of school teach- 
ing. ‘The former is critical and falls upon 
a mature mind; the latter is formative 
and moulds a mind yet _ piastic. 
I never knew any Catholic — who 
went to Oxford and was in any way 
influenced by the dominant doctrine of 
the place. But a little child must accept 
what it told, and that which 
it is told finds a permanent hold. If 
the Catholics are making what seems 
to be a violent claim, it appears to me we 
may yet find a way by which without a 
breach of any Liberal principle, Catholic 
schools may yet be saved. It is true, not 
only of myself, but of every Catholic 
in England, that the preservation of the 
' Catholic schools is far and away the first 
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of the political controversies in which he 
may be concerned. I should not hesitate 
for a moment if I found it impossible 
satisfactorily to represent my constitu- 
eney and yet to stand as I do for my 
religion, as to what course I should take. 
A political career is nothing to us com- 
pared with our religion; nor is wealth. 
{t would be an easy matter, as a mere 
mechanical contrivance, to make the 
Catholic body a separate body with a 
particular privilege ; but that solution as 
an English Liberal I reject. Catholics 
must have their rights on some general 
principle, and that principle is the right 
of the parent to have his child in- 
structed, immersed in the religion for 
the glory and defence of which he 
brought that child into the world. The 
Catholics feel that they are in a sense 
exiles in this country, misunderstood both 
in regard to their vices and their virtues ; 
and so long as they retain that feeling 
they demand the right of maintaining the 
things for which they have struggled so 
long and so bitterly. The right of the 
parent in these conditions is inherent. 
{ agree, however, with the view that for 
the vast majority of Protestant parents 
in this country the Bill is sufficient, and 
provides that children shall be brought up 
in the religion to which their parents are 
attached, On that account I accept the 
Bill, and will vote for the Second Reading. 
There are I know strong arguments 
against ourclaim. There is the argument 
that if you feel this desire for an abnormal 
system, then you must pay for it. That 
argument would be sound if you were not 
asking us to pay for your system. If you 
could devise a purely neutral and secular 
system, then you could logically say, 
“We do not ask you to pay for our 
morals or our philosophy, neither should 
we pay for yours ;” but when you ask us 
to endow the opinions of the vast 
majority of the people of this country, so 
long as we are a minority we can stand up 
and say, ‘‘as we pay, so we must receive.” 
There is a last and a powerful argument 
against us whichis this. If all sects de- 
manded such rights those rights could not 
be given, because the complexity would be 
too great and the whole thing would be im- 
possible. But this argument ignores the 
practical conditions of the problem. 
There is no great multiplicity of re- 
ligions: there are not twenty or thirty 
ditferent kinds of Englishmen. Upon 
this question there is a vast mass of solid 
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opinion, and even the man in the street 
will readily describe to you his views, 
which will be found to be the same as 
the principles which have been embodied 
in this Bill. There are amongst you, in 
fact, only two sects who really differ from 
you, namely, the Jews and the Catholics. 
and practically these are the only two you 
have to consider. I do not want to 
wound the susceptibilities of any one. 
I know that here and there are groups of 
Protestant parents who demand a highly 
definite dogmatic teaching. What 
about such parents ? I say if you can find 
them and get them together ; if you can 
get four-fifths of such parents to demand 
and urge the teaching of a particular 
creed, to say what that creed is, and 
what kind of teacher they want, then 
there will be no difficulty about the 
matter. I will give an example. Per- 
haps the Greek Church in Salford or 
Manchester might desire a particular 
teaching, and they might choose a 
particular teacher. But, for the rest, 
I do not think, with the exceptions 
I have indicated, that any _ sect 
will refuse to accept the simple Bible 
teaching. Now what is the practical 
suggestion which I have to make? [ am 
speaking, not only of the Catholic body, 
but also for the great bulk of those who 
voted at the last election, when I say 
that a single school area should, in the 
future, be neutral even if the school has 
been Catholic. You have no right to teach 
even a small minority something which 
they do not believe in. I agree that 
wherever you have four-fifths, by 
whatever machinery you give, demand- 
ing a particular definite teaching there 
they should have it. It is also equally 
important that the teacher should be 
nominated or suggested by the body 
which represents the views of the 
parents, but it is essential that the public 
authority should have the right to say, 
“We will not have this or that teacher and 
you must suggest another,” until a suit- 
able person is selected, always, of course, 
with an appeal to the Education Board. 
I believe that the English people in local 
administration are as just as and _per- 
haps more just than the people of 
any other country, but there are 
necessarily a few exceptions, and they 
are quite enough to light a flame 
which is sure to be felt throughout 
the whole of our corporate body. There- 
fore we must have an appeal to the 
af 
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Education Department which is some- 
thing central and far removed, and which 
we can trust better than the momentary 
fads and bigotry of a local body. Finally 
there is our claim to have new schools 
recognised. It is intended by Clause 5 
to give minorities this right. The 
simplest way would be to establish proof 
that the school is required by educating 
the minimum number of children and 
then the public will take over the 
responsibility. One thing is certain. 
We have determined that we are 
not going back to the government of 
the stockjobbing or the form of govern- 
ment which has mis-governed Ireland. 
I appeal to the Government to permit us 
to continue along the lines I have indi- 
cated by some such concessions as I have 
outlined. I will conclude by saying that 
for the general purposes of education and 
its general principles I doubt whether 
any man who knows the English people 
and the characteristics of the poor artisan 
who sends his child to school can sincerely 
declare that this Bill does not meet the 
wishes and general opinions of the vast 
majority of Englishmen. 


*Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester) : I hope the House will allow 
me to examine the Bill from a somewhat 
different point of view from the speakers 
who have preceded me. 
religious sect nor for any anti-religious 
sect. I have not even the advantage 
of speaking for a particular Party, 
because in my quarter of the House, 
keenly interested as we are in all educa- 
tional problems, we are bound to consider 
the Bill as being, to a very small extent, 
an Education bill, and, to a very large 
extent, a sectarian Bill. That being the 
vase the Labour Party is not unanimous 
about it, although a decided majority of 
the Party view with sympathy the 
observations and the criticisms I am 


about to make on the measure. I 
regret that no provision has been 


made for a national system of training 
colleges for teachers. I regret that no 
attempt, or at least 
attempt, has been made to restore 
democratic control over education. 
There are two pre-eminent points which 
characterise this Bill. The first is that 
it contains a genuine attempt to bring 
the fabric of the schools under popular 
control. The second point is that it 
makes an effort to abolish tests for 


Mr. Belloc. 
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' teachers. 


I speak for no | 


a very ineffective | 
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Upon these grounds and these 
alone we are prepared to say that the 
Bill ought to go to Committee. We are 
not prepared to say that the provisions 
under either or both of these heads are 
sufficient for our purpose, or that they 
are sufficiently clearly stated, but they 
will enable very drastic Amendments 
to be made in Committee, and con- 
sequently we propose to vote for the 
Second Reading of the Bill. The position 
from which I venture to criticise the 
Bill is that of secular education. As 
certain protests have been made in the 
House to-day against what has been 
called hitting below the belt, may | 
also enter my protest against various 
processes of hitting below the belt. 
Since the First Reading of the Bill those 
who are in favour of the teaching of 
secular subjects have been characterised 
as secularists. Certain bishops have 
been telling us that those who are in 
favour of secular education alone in the 
public schools are in favour of secularism, 
that is. the system of philosophy known 
as secularism. I deny that secular 
education and secularism are one and 
the same thing. I deny that secularists 
only stand up in this House and outside 
the House in favour of secular instruction. 
As a matter of fact I shall offer some 
observations to show that those who 
are supporting the Bill are much more, 
in practice at any rate, although not m 
theory, in favour of secularism than we 
who are in favour of the teaching of 
secular subjects only. It is a curious 
fact, of which both sides of the House 
well know the significance, that every 
Labour movement, from the north pole 
to the south, and from the rising 
to the setting sun, is in favour of a 
secular system of public schools. In no 
country in the world, whether Catholic 
or Protestant, and under no form of 
government whatever, do we find an 
organised Labour Party in favour of 
denominational or undenominational 
education. Why? I venture to say that 
the chief reason is that those who belong 
to the Labour Party send their children - 
to these schools. I am amazed at certain 
right hon. and hon. Gentlemen rising 
here and taking such a keen interest 
in the religious education of the children. 
What proportion of the bishops, and 
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what proportion of the Members of this 
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House who have been taking part in the; as to-day—only two survive as Members 
: debate, are going to send their children | of this House. Fortunately, and may I 
to the schools we are discussing? If) hope significantly, the present Prime 
they would allow us to settle the educa-| Minister was one of those who voted 
tion that is to be presented to our| for secular education in 1870. May I 


; own children, and for which we are going | remind those who have still the idea 
; to make ourselves responsible, there | lurking in their minds that secular edu- 


would be less of the sectarian spirit | cation is merely secularism of some words 
which unfortunately is going to mark | used by Mr. Gladstone when dealing with 
the discussion of this Bill. Moreover, ; the same arguments—I can hardly call 
the position which we take now, and | them arguments, but with the same stick 
which we will take throughout the dis-| as has been used to-day to beat those 
cussion of this Bill, is the position | who are in favour of secular education ? 
always taken by the leading Nonconform- | Mr. Gladstone said he was satisfied that 
ists, who have been the most eloquent, | support of the Amendment was com- 





| the most earnest, and the most reput- | patible with zeal and respect for religion. 
- able champions of the policy of con- | That is the position of a very considerable 
‘ fining public education to secular sub-| number of us on the present occasion. 
be ; o : | 
a jects. Men whose names are held in re-| What is the position to-day? The 
if verence in every community holding | source of this Bill was the controversy 
d Nonconformist creeds saw, every time | of recent years. We had in 1902 a Bill 
‘ that an educational crisis such as this | introduced by the late Government. It 
m occurred, that the one security of educa-| was a Bill which undoubtedly effected 
e tional peace, and that the one hope of some excellent reforms, and in many 
1, uniting the country, was to say | respects it did work which ought to have 
te that, so far as the public schools of | been done years before. But part of 
~ the State are concerned, religious instruc- | the Bill gave rise to religious controversy 
° | ) ~ to) 9 
d sion so-called ought to be kept out, be-| and we have had the old story, the old 
“é cause, except on that basis, there could | trouble. the old difficultv. Part of the 
* be no peace, no settlement, and no finality | B3}) placed the Church of England in re- 
. whatever. Unfortunately, from the | jation to other denominations on an 
" very beginning of the organised system) ynfair footing. The result was the 
“a of elementary education for the) passive resistance movement. The 
e, children of the working classes we have | Government propose to put it right by 
in had this Sectarian strife. The State ‘simple Bible teaching. What is this 
os has from time to time honestly and con- | House asked to do? I hope that the 
of scientiously done its best to bring peace | House will ask itself honestly in the light 
18 between the warring sects in this matter. | of experience of the last century—is 
go Any one acquainted with the history | this Bill going to establish peace ? * The 
ry of elementary education in this country | right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of 
‘4 during the last hundred years is aware | the Duchy finished his speech by appeal- 
“as that it has been one long, bitter, heart- | ing for peace. Appeals for peace are 
© wet } Tag q 9 re 2A | ° 
a " nding series of attempts to advance | excellent, and I must remark that in the 
10 the frontier of education in opposition | present state of the controversy they do 
lic to warring sectarianism, and unfor-’ indicate a certain measure of Christianity, 
of urately the attempts have been too often | put appeals for peace are not enough, 
an defeated by that warring. Reference | for, after all, you have to state the con- 
of has been made to the debates of 1870, | ditions of peace. Unless you state the 
al when Mr. Richard, the predecessor Of conditions and unless your appeals for 
at my hon. friend for Merthyr Tydvil, moved | peace are based upon careful inquiry into 
ng an Amendment to the Bill of that year all the conditions which are honestly 
a to the effect that only secular education | possible your appeals will have no in- 
in should be provided in the schools to be {uence on the controversy before us. I 
ng established by the Bill. I regret to feel perfectly certain, and especially after 
i say that of the sixty men who went into | the impressive speech of my hon. friend 
Ne the Lobby that night in support of Mr. | the Member for the Scotland Division of 
nd richard, so far as I can make out—and I Liverpool, that there can be no com- 
his have refreshed my memory as recently ' promise. You cannot compromise with 
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those speeches. There is no use in asking 
the hon. Gentleman to sit down at a 
table with the hon. Member for Louth 
and his friends, and to lay their heads 
together with those holding other views, 
in order to discover some common ground 
which would satisfy them both in regard 
to the establishment of a public system 
of religious instruction in this country. 
I say that the very idea is futile, and 
it can be disposed of right away. My kon. 
friend the Member for South Salford stated 
categorically, and it struck me as being 
as Impressive as the statement of the hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division, that 
there can be no ccmpromse between the 
representatives of the various religious 
organisations. ‘These declarations have 
been made even at this early period in 
the discussion of the Bill before the House 
Now then, what are we going to do / 
There are two points that weie to be 
settled by the recent election. We are 
told that the electors of the country 
have’ given to the Government a mandate 
to establish public control, and to abolish 
sectarian tests for teachers. The first 
cuestion is how far this Bill carries out 
that mandate given by the country. It 
ploposes to establish undenominational 
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Bible teaching. Is that carrying out the 
mandate ? It is all very well for certain 
Members of the House who hold my own 
religious opinions to come and make 
speeches on the ground that we are right, 
and that every other body is wrong. 
They say that Bible reading is not 
sectarian. I agree with them. This 
Hovs is in the positicn of a Court of 
Justice. Weare not elected as a General 
Assembly of Divines, or as a Convocation, 
or as a Committee for the revisicn of 
Articles of Union, or to discuss certain 
common grounds for such a revision. We 
are here for a purpose of taking an 
objective view of the religious views of 
the electors. We are here for the purpose 
of considering what is the mind of the 
people as a whole, and then of drafting a 
Bill which will bring us cducational 
peace, so far as sectarian rivalry is con- 
cerned. it Las been said honestly and 





truly by two hon. Members in debate, 

and with more bitterness by speakers | 

outside, not only of the Reman Catholic | 

religion, but of the English Catholic | 

religion, that simple reading of the Bible 

without comment denominational 
Mir. J. homsay Macdonald, 


is 


| 
| 
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teaching. It is not for us to argue or to 
dispute that point, but to inquire into 
the facts of the case, and decide as to 
the effects of public control. But 
accepting the statement, the question 
is, how will the Bill bring peace? It 
simply gives ground for a more aggra- 
vated form of passive resistance than 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the Opposition by his Bill of 1902 
gave to Nonconformists. [MINISTERIAL 
cries of “No, no.”| How does public 
control come in, in accordance with 
Clause 4? Clause 4 is either a real 
thing, with substance in it, or it is 
not. If it is put in merely to draw in 
those who disagree with the Bill in order 
to induce them to trust to the tender 
mercies of the local authority, then 
Clause 4 would be better out of the 
Bill. If Clause 4 is a genuine attempt 
to meet the opposition of Roman Catho- 
lics and English Catholics, then you are 
going to supply school room with public 
money to be used for denominational 
teaching, and you must appoint masters 
and teachers to give that teaching with 
the atmosphere of their creed. And 
whether you like it or not, and whether 
the local authorities like it or not, you 
are bound to appoint to these schools 
managers as well as teachers who will 
reflect that atmosphere. No sooner will 
Clause 4 begin to be operative than 
you will discover that you are bound 
to sacrifice some of the pledges of public 
control which were made at the general 
election and repeated in this House, 


Moreover, we are told that there are 
to be no tests imposed on teachers. 
But again assume that Clause 4 
genuine, does any hon. Member who 
has had experience of these schools, 
as I have had, really believe in his heart 
of hearts that these schools are to be 
accepted by Roman Catholics, or Eng- 
lish Catholics, or by Jews unless the 
headmaster is in sympathy with the 
atmosphere of the schools? You are 
bound to create under Clause 4 the 
system of denominational education in 
all its fulness which we have experienced 
during the last four years, subsidised 
and financed by public authorities out 
of public funds, and controlled by the 
body of managers such as those which 
exist at the present moment in non- 
provided schools. It is all very well 


is 
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for the right hon. Gentleman to | with the power of discriminating between 
say that he is not going to compel | sect and sect; and they are, therefore, 
teachers to teach the Bible. You} to be brought into closer touch with 
may put that down on paper, but/ warring sectarian organisations. I 
in practice it will not work out. | feel perfectly certain that before twelve 
Those who have had a large acquaintance | months are over in a great many places 
with the management of schools know | in this country one of the chief questions 
that although very many people might | before the electors will be questions which 
refuse to give Bible teaching, they divide Church and Chapel. Moreover, 
cannot possibly afford to do it. Their | denominational education is going to 
heart is not in it, and they regard it| be continued under this Bill, retaining 
as a mere mechanical operation. If the | its foothold as in the past, and yet it is 
teaching of the Bible in the schools | to be, to a certain extent, punished for 
is to be a guarantee of religious instruc- | remaining denominational education. 
tion inside or outside the schools, you) The Government, and the right hon. 
are bound to face the conclusion that Gentleman the Minister of Education 
a man or woman ought to believe that | will not always be in power; the time 
which he or she teaches, if it is to have | will come when the present majority in 
any regenerating effect on the children. | the House will be upset; and in the mean- 
You must remember that the general | time the denominationalists are pledged 
effect of teaching the Bible is to make | to go on with their agitation. The re- 
it a purely formal matter, and I can} sult will be that when the majority of the 
siy that, having had the benefit of a} House is changed once more there will 
Scotch education. We were told all! be re-created a complete denominational 
about the Kings of Israel and the! system, and there will be a rekindling 
succession of the prophets, and when of passive resistance. But there is anim- 
we studied the life of Paul we were portant elucational side to all this. The 
told only of the number of places he real question at the present time at issue 
visited, and the number of churches! in regard to moral instruction is whether 
he had founded. I think that the the present form or practice of religious 
sible teaching was dealt with in’a much | instruction is a fruitful form of instruec- 
better way than that in the board tion. If hon. Members who are in favour 
schools in this country. I have been, of this Bill can prove that it is, then so far 
however, much struck with the fact as we are concerned any opposition we 
that, though I have consulted several have to ofer to the Bill will be with- 
most competent and experienced drawn. But is it so? I venture to 
teachers whose advice I valu2 very | say that if you examine the moral results 
highly, n> one has been in favour of the teaching in those schools where 
of retaining the Bible as a text book the Bible is used as a text book, and the 
in the school he controlled. [‘‘ Oh, oh.”} | results in those where it is not so used, 
vou will find it very difficult to draw any 

What is going to ha»pen as the line of distinction between denominational 
result of this Bill? The right | schools on the one hand as forming a 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of public moral factor and provided schools 
the Duchy of Lancaster has told on the other, and, where schools do not 
us that there has been no strife; but | use the Bible as a text book, vou will 
as a matter of fact in the old school’ find it difficult to draw a line between 
hoard days the majority of the elections | them and those districts where the 
were always fought between Churchmen, | schools do use the Bible with or with- 
Nonconformists, and Secularists. Even} out comment. Will the Government 
in the election of Education Committees | give us the facts of the case? Will 
since 1902, as was predicted, there | they tell us the value of the simple read- 
has been a great amount of religious | ing of the Bible in our public schools ? 
strife, and I believe that under this | What is the atmosphere which it creates 
Bill there will be a violent eruption of |in our public schools as part and parcel 
religious strife. You cannot possibly | of their curriculum? Will they tell us 
get out of that. You are now to have | upon what they base the statement that 
the local municipal authorities charged |it is of character-making advantage ? 
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The hon. Member who has just sat down | 
quoted to us a statement by Professor 
Butler who, sharing the view of every 
educationalist in this country deplored 
the fact that the American schools, in the 
same way as the English schools, have 
somehow failed in character building. 
The hon. Member has suggested that if 
you place the Bible in the schools it 
will solve the problem, but will it ? In 
a report which has just been placed in 
the hands of the House by one of His 
Majesty's inspectors for the West 
Division of Scotland it is stated— 

“Tf the all-important end of education is a 
moral one, I am decidedly of opinion that 
some direct and definite moral instruction 
should be introduced at the supplementary 
course stage, and that this instruction should 
be given by the headmaster and the head- 
mistress of the school. Many pupils come 
into collision with the criminal law after they 
leave school through sheer ignorance of the 
dangers that beset their path and the tempta- 
tions that lie in their way. I believe that the 
formation of right ideas and the rational 
appreciation of them are highly important, 
also more especially just before a pupil is 
launched on the world to fight and fend for 
himself.”’ 


Edueatien (Englund 


There is the comment made by one of 
the most competent inspectors of the 
Scottish schools where the Bible is 
taught, and precisely the same language, 
or at any rate the same idea, is expressed 
by Dr. Butler with t1egard to the 
American schools. What happens in 
schools where the Bible is used? At 
9 the: school assembles, the 
teacher opens a book which happens to 
be the Bible. He reads in a great many 
cases verses out of it. He then asks his 
pupils to sing a hymn. The book is then 
closed. He opens a geography or 
history book and the lessons go on in the 
‘rdinary way. [Oh!”] I am talking 
about the condition of things prevailing 
in Scotland, where we have been told 
by an hon. Member of this side of the 
House, who ought to know, considering 
his intimate connection with the Educa- 
tion question in Scotland the best con- 
ditions in regard to Bible reading prevail. 
AllT can say is, that I have been a teacher 
in Scotland, and I know what happened 
in the schools with which I was connected, 
and what I say is perfectly true of non- 
provided schools also. I assert that that 
accurately describes the process of Bible 
instruction in our public schools as a 
matter of fact. How can we expect’ 

Mr, J. Ramsay Muedonald, 


o'clock 


{COMMONS} 





and Wales) Bill. 


1084 


anything else, or wonder at the failure 
of Bible teaching to produce character, 
used as it is as an arithmetic book or 
book of geography. The English schools, 
as far as I can gather, are pretty much in 
the same position. The Bible is used as a 
text book for the purpose of telling some 
story or other to children in precisely 
the same way that the geography or 
arithmetic book is used, and the result 
is shown in the extract which I have read 
to the House from one of the ablest 
Scottish inspectors. The Secretary of 
State for India, in a book which is one 
of the few religious books which the nine- 
teent century produced, has laid his 
finger upon the real source of the 
difficulty. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Montrose wrote in that 
book “On Compromise” the following 
sentences— 

“Let a youth be trained in simple and 
straight-forward recognition of the truth that 
we can know, and can conjecture, nothing with 
any assurance as to the ultimate mysteries of 
things. Let his imagination and Uns sense of 
awe be fed from those springs, which are none 
the less bounteous because they flow in natural 
rather than supernatural channels. Let him 
/e taught the historic place and source of the 
religions which he is not bound to accept un- 
less the evidence for their authority by-and-ly 
brings him to another mind. A boy or girl 
trained in this way has an infinitely better 
chance of growing up with the true spirit and 
leanings of religion implanted in the character 
than it they had been educated in formulae 
which they could not understand, by people 
who do not believe them.” 


I hope we may use these words with 
reverence and without altogether com- 
mitting ourselves to the general position 
which the right hon. Gentleman took 
up in that book. The effect of all this has 
been that we have succeeded wonder- 
fully well in secularising the Bible without 
moralising education, and it is because [ 
am opposed to that system being carried 
out upon moral and ethical grounds I 
take up the position I do. My final 
point is that we have heard a great deal 
about the rights of parents. I deny that 
those rights exist. [Cries of “ Oh.”] 
Let us see what hon. Members who ex- 
pressed their dissent mean. They do 
not merely mean that a parent has a 
right to teach his child his religion; if 
they meant that it might be an arguable 
proposition. ¥ But that is not what they 
mean. They mean that a parent has a 
right to demand that the State shall 
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educate his children in his religion. That 


is a totally different proposal. Theoreti- 
cally a parent has no right to say the 
State shall educate his child or children 
in his religious belief, because the moment 
he establishes or tries to establish that 
right, he comes counter to the rights 
of other citizens who refuse to pay rates 
or taxes for the propagation of creeds 
which they do not hold or approve of. 
The right of the citizen, therefore, comes 
into opposition at once with the assumed 
right of the parent and it is impossible 
to enforce the assumed right. Moreover, 
the child has a right against its parent. 
The child has a perfect right to go to its 
parent or to get some one else to go to the 


parent and say that the State is in certain | 


respects its guardian. [Cries of ‘ Oh.”] 
if that is not so, why have we got 
our child labour laws? The child has a 
right to gotothe State and ask the State 
to protect its mind so that its mind will 
he prepared and nurtured in the best 
possible wav to meet honestly and with- 
out fear those great problems which we 
ull have to attempt to solve. That right, 
i imagine, is as inviolable, from the point 
of view of the child, as the assumed right 
of the parent to bring up the child in 
those assumed religious dogmas which 
he has chosen as satisfactory. I know that 
that doctrine is extremely unpopular 
and will give rise to great prejudice. I 
know there is no doctrine which is sur- 
rounded with more prejudice than that, 
or which can be approached with more 
unreasoning doubt, but notwithstanding, 
I sav, by your industrial legislation, you 
are beginning to recognise the fact, and 
sooner or later in your religious and 
moral education also you will have to 
recognise it. 

There are, then, two objections to 
this Bill, first, that it is a measure which 
is not going to bring peace. It is going 
to hand over to the next generation 
every problem in denominational edu- 
cation which the last generation handed 
over to us. The second objection is that 
you are not going to advance the quality of 
our moral instruction or make any con- 
tribution to the problem of the building 
up of character which is the great prac- 
tical problem of our schools. If, how- 
ever, you make up your minds that the 
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by Civil Servants must be in secular 
subjects only, you will be laying the 
foundation of peace, and your appeal to 
peace will be a real appeal, backed by a Bill 
which lays the foundation of that peace. 
| Members of this House, when another 
Education Bill is before it, will go back 
to the debates of 1906 as we have been 
going back to the debates of 1870. 
| They will read the speeches delivered 
}on this Bill for the purpose of trying 
|to find out what our minds were, and 
|they will discover that the problem 
they have to face then is the problem 
iwe have to face now, and they will 
|deplore the fact that the Legislature of 
| to-day threw the difficulty upon them, 
and left the solution of this question 
to another generation. They will take 
up our speeches where we leave off, and 
the divisions which are going to take 
place upon this measure will surely 
be repeated thirty vears hence. The 
State is a secular organisation, and it 
ought to say to the Church and the 
family :—“It is your responsibility to 
teach religion to the children—to teach 
that which is of no value unless it touches 
ithe heart with a strange regenerative 
linfluence.” For this reason I deplore 
| the weakness of the Bill, though for the 
reasons [ have stated I propose to vote 
ifor the Second Reading. 








*Dr. MACNAMARA: I cannot take 
up the speech of my hon. friend where 
/he leaves off, because I have first to 

reply to the challenge of the right hon. 

Gentleman the Member for Dover, who 
moved the rejection of the Bill to-day. 
' But I do venture to say that his view of 
how the Bible is taught in the provided 
ischools of this country is entirely 
The right hon. Gentleman 


| distorted. 
|for Dover, in moving the rejection of 
this Bill, said that the State had never 
departed from its policy of neutrality 
‘in educational matters. I interrupted 
‘and said it had in 1902. The 
right hon. Gentleman challenged me 
to prove it, and I venture therefore, 
to give three small points in proof 
_of my contention, and in justi- 
fication of my interruption. The first 
of these points is that the Act of 1902 
| —the Act of the Leader of the Opposition 





education given in our schools from |—put the denominational schools¥upon 
public money during school hours and | the rates of the locality, of which I do 
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not complain, and which I think was a 
right thing to do, and which I think 
was a great reform, but it avoided the 
direct consequence of popular control, 
which is that the moment you place 
public education on public funds, you 
must follow that up by giving full public 
control. The right hon. Gentleman’s 
Act got over that difficulty in this way. 
It gave a non-provided school six 
managers, of whom the public had two 
and the trustees four. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: No. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: Really the 
right hon. Gentleman seems to have 
forgotten his Act very soon; under the 
Act of 1902, the trustees; have four 
managers, and the public two. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Dover has a very fantastic view of what 
the neutrality of theState is. Again, at 
the present moment there are over 30,000 
head teacherships in this country which 
are salaried out of public funds. As to 
18,000 of those head teacherships, no 
Nonconformist can, under any circum- 
stances, apply for the post of head teacher, 
and in 16,220 nobody can get the posi- 
tion who is not a member of the Church 
of England. That again, I think, is a 
fantastic notion of neutrality. In the 
third place, to go no further, although 
I could multiply these illustrations, 
there are 7,987 places open to King’s 
scholars in the residential training 
colleges, but in 4,309 of those places, 
no matter how successful the King’s 
scholar had been, he would not 
be admitted unless he changed his 
religion and became a member of the 
Church of England. Take my own 
case, not that I want to put it for- 
ward in any way, but it happens to be 
a case in point. In the year 1879 I 
obtained a King’s Scholarship entitling 
me to a place in one of these residential 
colleges. There was one next door to me 
in Exeter, and I should have been very 
high indeed in the Exeter list, but I did 
not care to become a member of the 
Church of England ; so I had to come to 
London and bear the expense, while 
others far below me on the Government 
lst went into that institution. That is 
a strange and fantastic notion of 


Dr, Macnamara. 
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neutrality. The right hon. Gentle 
man ought to know that the electors sent 
us here to redress the departure from 
neutrality set up by the Act of 1902. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not wish to 
interrupt the hon. Gentleman, but 
he seems to be courting interruption 
from me. I merely wish to say that ] 
cannot reply to him now, but I reserve 
my opinion and will deal with this at a 
later stage of the Bill. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: The electors sent 
us here to redress the departure from 
neutrality set up by the Act of 1902, and 
if the right hon. Gentleman does not 
know that, the electoral field is strewn 
with the stricken forms of his ex- 
colleagues who do know it. A con- 
spicuous fact has come to light since 
this Bill was read a first time. It 
is now unanimously conceded that 
public control must follow the placing 
of the schools upon the rates. My view 
is that this general admission is a very 
great step along the road of educational 
reform. Itis less than four years ago that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition reserved four seats out of 
six on the Board of Management to the 
two to the public. 
When the Bill was in Committee the hon. 
Member for East Mayo asked for a 
slight modification of that. 


Mr DILLON (Mayo, E.): And I was 


denounced on all sides for so doing. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: The hon. Mem- 
ber for East Mayo said—* Do not give 
four seats to the trustees, give two to the 
denominationalists, two to the parent: 
and two to the local authority.” 
He was, as he truly says, denounced for 
that and now the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Dover ‘gets - full of zeal for 
the parents. 


But leaving that, Sir, the discussions 
upon this question during the past month 
show that the opposition to this Bill falls 
into two lines. First, it takes the line 
that the transfer of the denominational 
schools to the authority is confiscation. 
[Cries of “‘ Hear, hear.} Hon. Members 
assent to that. That is not said by the 
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right hon. Member for Dover, but he gave | 


ng some very florid paraphrases upon it. 
I should like to examine at close quarters 
this argument. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Dover has said that 
the denominational buildings which, it is 
alleged, are to be confiscated under the 
Bill, are worth £32,000,000 and that the 
money has been subscribed because of 
religious zeal. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Gentle- 
man must do justice to my fairness. 
I said it was not all so subscribed, 
and that it was idle to argue that some 
of this sum was not subscribed for 
other reasons. 


{7 May 1906} 
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already bears the charge for wear and 


| tear in the non-provided schools. Under 


‘the Bill they are to bear the structural 


| alterations of the fabric. 


“Dr. MACNAMARA:: It is of course | 


notorious that much of this money has 
been contributed for other reasons—to 
keep out the}higher charge of a School 
Board. I do not think the directors 
of the London and North-Western Rail- 
way Company contribute to the schools 
at Crewe for love of the Church 
Catechism. I do not think the directors 
of the London, Chatham, and Dover 
Railway Company contribute to the 
voluntary schools at Dover because they 
want specific Church teaching. No, they 
want the thing on the cheap—and many 
a good Nonconformist has joined them 
™m It. 


Many a staunch Nonconformist has | 


swallowed any amount of Church Cate- 


chism to be let off lightly in the local | We 
' build our own schools. 


charge. But supposing the money was 
all subscribed for reasons of religious zeal. 


The Primate said, in a letter to Churchmen | 
on December 12th, 1903, that the value | 


of the buildings, which the right hon. 
(tentleman opposite has put at £32,000,000, 
was £22,000,000. The discrepancy shows 
the inflamed state of mind of reckless 
opponents of the Bill. 
the late Bishop of Manchester, stated in 


Dr. Moorhouse 
told the House of Lords, on the same 
occasion, that structural alterations in 
their buildings cost the Church of England 
£700,000 a year. The Government are 
handing over £1,000,000 yearly for what 
is estimated at an annual value of 
£715,000, and, over and above that, they 
are taking over the structural alterations 
of the fabric. No wonder the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Dover calls 
this a precious Bill. Let me just quote 
what 1 understand to be the real facts 
of the case. The Bishop of Hereford 
has said— 

“As regards the Church schools in our own 
diocese, we should, under this Bill, be better off 
financially than ever before, if we agreed to let 
them to the local authority on a repairing 
lease. We should be freed from all worry or 
anxiety about improvements or extensions, or 
any of the recurring requirements of the Board 
of Education, whilst our clergy would be able 
to give or to secure for the children systematic 
instruction in Prayer-book and Catechism as 
regularly and as fuliy as they have ever yet 
done in times past.” 

I think that is a fair estimate of the 
case. Let me, with great respect, offer 
a word of warning to the extreme de- 
nominationalists who talk about con- 
fiscation. I would recommend them 
to agree with their adversary quickly 
while he is in the way with them. I cer- 
tainly think the local authority, if there 
is much haggling, will say, “Go away. 
We decline to treat with vou. We will 
We will spread 
the cost over sixty years. The financial 
burden will be immediately less, and, 
in the long run, we will have a building 
of our own, and, all the time, we shall 


_ have complete control of it.” 


Dr. Moorhouse, | 


the House of Lords on December 10th, | 


1902, that the rental of the denomina- 
tional buildings was worth £715,000 a 
vear. The Government _ sets 
£1,000,000, and yet hon. Gentlemen 
opposite talk of confiscation! There is 
not a Bishop on the Episcopal Bench who 
would not be ready to be confiscated as 


| Government 
| question. 
aside | 


often as you like at the same price. But | sch 
that is not all. The public authority | the Industrial Schools Act, which provides 


- The’ other main attack on the Bill 
rages around the eternal religious 
question. It seems to me _ there 
are three courses open to the 
in dealing with this 
They might have said they 
would dispense denominational teaching 
all round as part of a State system. 
I think that is hopelessly impracticable. 
There are too many denominations, 
unfortunately. Take a __ particular 
instance—a school at Drury Lane. Under 
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that religious instruction is to be on 
the basis of denominational teaching 
all round, everything went on at that 
school very happily for many years. 
Half the children, roughly, were Roman 
Catholics. All of a sudden there appeared 
a Presbyterian child. To my mind 
the needs of a single Presbyterian have 
as much claim upon the public as sixty 


Catholics or forty Protestants. I 
cannot see how we could meet the 
opinions of that particular Presby- 


terian by appointing a permanent teacher 
solely for him. Therefore, I dismiss that 
as entirely impracticable, and if it were 
not impracticable, which it is, it would 
bitterly accentuate sectarian differences 
during childhood which might very well 
be left to a more advanced age. I re- 
member that the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion once said that he was opposed to 
seyregation in these matters. For these 
reasons, therefore, I dismiss the first of 
these three alternatives. The second 
proposal is that of the hon. Member 
for Leicester. You might say, “ Very 
well, we cannot dispense purely de- 
nominational teaching all round, and we 
will confine the instruction to purely 
secular teaching.” I admit that that 
is absolutely logical and fair to the 
body at large, but it is hopelessly out of 
touch with the national sentiment. Has 
the hon. Member for Leicester considered 
this point? It will commit tens of 
thousands of the children of our cities 
to a youth untouched by Christian truths. 
The Secular Party may emerge well from 
this controversy because it is already 
a powerful Party, and very likely willbe 
reinforced by the man in the street who, 
sick and tired of theological bickering, 
will adopt it as a policy of despair. It 
is always the theologian who blocks the 
way to educational progress, and there- 
fore the man in the street may very well 
be induced to associate himself with the 
advanced advocate of secular schools and 
go in for the abolition of the Bible al- 
together in the schools. Personally, 
however, I should oppose that proposal. 
Then, baving dismissed denomination- 
alism as impracticable, having dismissed 
a system of secular schools as being out 
of touch with national sentiment, there 
remains only the system of the State’s 
giving simple Biblical teaching, leaving 
to outside teachers the task of adding 
Dr, Macnanura. 
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a denominational superstructure. That 
is the scheme of this Bill. Religious 


teaching need not be given unless the 
local authority desire it. It is not a 
very new feature, for it is the funda- 
mental provision of the Cowper-Temple 
system as laid down in 1870. Tuen 
there is a clause under which no 
child need attend religious instruction 
unless its parents desire. That is the 
by-law of the late Government issued 
through the Board of Education, and if 
that makes for secular schools it must not 
be placed at our door but at the door of 
the late Board of Education over which 
the hon. Baronet the Member for Oxtord 
University presided. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON: I must enter 
a caveat here. The hon. Member is 
wholly mistaken in his construction of 
that by-law. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: At any rate I 
know what the practice has been under 
it. Under that by-law sn answer was 
given the other day showing that a con- 
siderable number of local authorities 
have allowed parents to absent their 
children during the time of religious 
instruction. I do not make any com- 
plaint of that, but it should not be used 
as an argument against us for setting upa 
secular system. For the first time in the 
history of this country, under this Bill 
no teacher will be compelled to give 
religious instruction unless he likes, and 
that will take away many of those un- 
fortunate aspects of the religious con- 
troversy which have been referred to. 
Clause 7, Sub-section 2, is a real charter 
of liberty to the teacher, and in my 
opinion, will do much to improve religious 
instruction in the schools. In addition 
to all that, there are wide facilities for 
specific denominational teaching. 


Let me deal for a moment with the oppos:- 
tion to this scheme. Thisscheme is oppose! 
by the advocates of secular teaching 
and also by the High Churchmen. The 
latter contend that simple Bible teaching 
under State auspices amounts practically 
to an endowment of Nonconformity. 
That is a most amazing proposition. It 
rests upon the curious fallacy that the 
Bible is exclusively the property of Non- 
conformists. Although I am only a 
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layman, I confess that I really thought 
up to the 9th of April and the discussion 
which ensued that the Bible was the 
conmon joint possession of all members 
ofthe Christian community. Do Gentle- 
mn opposite realise the effect on the 
euntry of this opposition to Bible teach- 
ig ? The common person is amazed, the 
usophisticated layman is disgusted. 
When I hear great prelates denouncing 
inple Bible teaching as undermining the 
(ristian faith, I do not know whether 
lk is more amazed at the sublimity of 
tleir arrogance or the depth of their 
pofanity. They resist preference being 
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{7 May 1906} 


| 
| 
| 


sven to the Bible, and they do this con- | 
sientiously in the name of Christianity! | 


Iwill pass no further comment upon this 
attitude beyond saying that I donot under- 
stand their position at all or their point 
of view. I do not deny that, from a 


} logical point of view, a case may be made 


from the point of view of dry logic and 
doctrinaire, but it is a system which has 


work. Mr. Forster, in presenting his Bill 
in 1870, said— 


“JT have the fullest confidence that in the 
reading and explaining of the Bible, what the 
children will be taught will be the great 
truths of Christian life and conduct, which 










wil be made to cram into their poor little 


9 out against the preferential treatment of | 
the Bible, which is hopelessly indefensible | 


got behind it thirty-five years of admirable | 
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I said on the First Reading that this: 
Bill is an honest and painstaking effort 
to solve an almost insoluble problem. 
I say so now after a careful consideration 
of the provisions of the measure. I donot 
think the Bill is perfect, and I recommend 
to the right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Board of Education an extremely 
valuable letter in The Times of last 
Monday from the Bishop of Ripon, 
and the reasonable propositions of the 
Convocations of Canterbury and York. 
I think it is possible to make modifications 
in it—always subject to these vital 
principles, which cannot be tampered 
with—full popular control and no test 
for teachers—modifications which might 
make the future administration of the 
Bill when it becomes law more acceptable 
to certain sections. I suggest that 
Clause 4 should be mandatory on the 
local authority, and I see no reason for 
discrimination between Clauses 3 and 4 
in this respect. In the second place, I 
should be inclined to widen the applica- 
ton of Clause 4 to other than urban 
areas if I were assured that there would 


'be school accommodation within easy 


i} reach of every child. 


all of us desire they should know, and no effort | 


ninds theological dogmas which their tender | : 
| which provides for the devolution on the 


age prevents them understanding.” 


For thirty-five years ministers of all 
(nominations, bishops of the Estab- 


Thirdly, it might 
be wort. wh le to see whether it would be 
well to associate with the management, 
say, three representative parents on the 
oceasion of the final selection of teachers. 
I would call the attention of the President 
of the Board of Education to Clause 26, 


authorities for smaller areas within a 
county, down to the parish council, 


| of certain functions to be carried out 


lished Church, even Dr. Knox, and others | 


lave sat down together and prepared 
vllabuses of instruction for the giving 
0: Bible teaching under this system, and 
that instruction has been given with 


rmarkable devotion and discretion by | 


the teachers. This simple Bible teaching 
has been taught with the approval of the 


parents and it has been wholesome to the | 


culdren. Cardinal Manning once said— 


“Tf the Bible is read in the school, and if 


jrayers are read and Christian hymns are |. p 3 : : ahs, 
sing, L could not honestly or fairly say that | of rating in a parish on which these func- 


that is not a Christian school.” 


Dr. R 
suid—— 


vle, when Bishop of Liverpool, 


““T thank God for the Board schools of 


Liverpool.” 


| them under Clause 


under the Bill. Iam aware that questions 
in relation to the appointment, dismissal, 
and the salaries of teachers are withheld 
from the smaller areas. They are still 
to remain in the hands of the county 
authority. I think this devolution will 
have to be watched with extreme care. 
i cannot contemplate with equanimity 
such a proposal in connection with the 
question of the exemption of children 
from attendance for labour. Apart from 
these reasons there is the difficulty 


tions would devolve. Upon some places 
you would have to lay three rates—one 
for capital in respect of buildings, one in 
respect of the whole county education 


‘rate, and one for the duty devolved on 


26. My last point 
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is in regard to Clause 7. There I do 
think the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Dover was not quite fair, 
if I may say so. He called attention to 
Sub-section 4. I admit at once that if a 
non-provided school is closed what the 
Bill does under that sub-section is to 
give the teacher the privilege of contri- 
buting for one year to the Government 
superannuation fund at a time when 
he has not money to do so. Sub-section 
3 does provide that in the case of a 
transferred school—and there will be 
many transferred—that a teacher must 
go with his school to the local authority. 
I hope my right hon. friend will be able 
to do something more than what is now 
provided in Section 7, Sub-section 4, for 
the teacher whose school may be closed. 
I make these suggestions in no spirit of 
opposition to the Bill, but because I am 
impatient of the clogging of the wheels 
of education in this country. I want to 
get on. What I desire is that the vouth 
of this country may be so trained that 
they shall be adequate stewards of the 
great heritage which will fall into their 
hands. 


Lorp CASTLEREAGH (Maidstone) : 
I would venture to say a few words with 
regard to this most important, in fact 
this vital, question of education, and in 
intruding myself on the attention of 
! on. Members, I make no avology because 
I consider that it is incumbent upon 
anyone who can claim to belong to a 
section of the Christian Faith to do his 
utmost to resist a Bill of which the 
redeeming points are so hard to discover. 
It must be apparent to all that the Bill in- 
troduced by the Minister of Educat’on has 
not been received with the general satis- 
faction which the enigmatical utterances 
of right hon. and hon. Gentlemen 
opposite at the General Election led 
us to believe. The storm of indignation 
and protest which the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman has excited in 
all parts of the country makes it obvious 
that there must be something radically 
wrong with the measure as proposed, 
and that to make it acceptable to 
the majority of the people, the right 

Dr. Macnamara. 
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hon. Gentleman and his colleagues must 
have regard to those religious instincts 
which mean so much to the character 
of a nation, and which it is obvious must 
be endangered if ever this Fill in its 
present form should become the lay 
of the land. I approach this subject in 
no hostile spirit, and in fact, in no 
Party spirit. I approach it as one who 
is proud to belong to a denomination, 
and I ask no more for one denomination 
than for another; but I do ask that 
freedom should be accorded to all 
denominations, and that every child 
should have the opportunity of acquiring 
definite religious instruction as a part 
of its daily education. What is proposed 
by the Bill we are now discussing ?  Itis 
proposed to invent, if I may use the 
expression, a new religion which for 
its sheer inadequacy will satisfy all 
sections of the Christian Faith; any 
further denominational instruction ‘s to 
be treated as an extra, and so-called 
facilities are to be given in that respect. 
If all schools were the property of the 
State it might be said that this colour: 
less religious instruction would be the 
only solution of the problem, as I for one 
maintain that anything would be prefer- 
able to entirely secular education. But 
it must be borne in mind that the majority 
of the schools have been built by Chureh 
people with the object of imparting 
definite religious instruction to the 
children of this country. That educx 
tion should be a national concern, I feel 
no one will attempt to deny, and |! 
maintain the Education Act of 190 
undertook this responsibility, and 
the same time extended a helping hani 
to those religious bodies to whom ve 
owe so much for present day education. 
It is impossible t» claim perfection 
for any new measure, and the Ad 
of 1902 was no exception to the rule. 
Bnt I maintain that if all sections of the 
community had combined in the patriotit 
desire to correct the few minor defectsin 
that Act as regards the ne: essity for whieh 
we are all agreed, that measure woull 
have been handed down to future gener 
tions as a measure supplying _ the 
educational and religious wants of al 
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sections of the community. I do 
wish to convey any impression that I am 
opposed to Nonconformity. 





tended to all denominations alike, and it 
js for this reason that I most strongly 


oppose a scheme which obviously 


fours one denomination. It is un- 
fortunate that there are not enough 


shools in the country to satisfy the 
neds of all religious sections; but 
heauise one denomination is unfortunate 
inthis respect it is a gross injustice that 
all other denominational schools should 
be foreed to renounce their denomi- 
national character. I say “unfortunate ” 
advisedly, because it was equally open to 
Nonconformists to build schools, but 


Y prior to the Act of 1870 they were 


content to take the advantages which 
were extended to all alike, and 
only asserted themselves when called 
to join in contributing to 
education as a national concern. As 
regards the views held by the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Education, I find 
that in an article which the right hon. 
Gentleman published some two years ago 
in the Independent Leview, he declared 
that there must be a compromise between 
the Anglicans and the Nonconformists, 
and he suggested the abolition of the 
Cowper-Temple Clause, which, he added, 
was all the Nonconformists had to give. 
But | have no wish to rake up the pre- 
historic utterances of the right hon. 
Gentleman, as I have every reason to 
believe that those ideas have undergone 
avery material change. But I would 
like to show that the right hon. Gentle- 
man held the same views in January last 
when Minister of Education as he held 
two vears ago, when he was a free and 
irresponsible Member of the Opposition. 
Speaking at Bristol on January 12th, the 
right hon. Gentleman said he was not 
only desirous that there should be 
Christian and Bible education in all 
schools, but he also wished that in all 
schools there should be facilities given, 
if they could be arranged on proper terms, 
whereby denominations should be free to 


upon 


May 1906} 


not | instruct children in those schools in what 
they believed to be the true religion. I 
I maintain | 
Mihat the same privileges should be ex- | 
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would like to know now what are actually 
the views of the right hon. Gentleman. 
He now appears to believe, if one can 
summarise his views, that the voluntary 
schools should be handed over without 
compromise to Dr. Clifford, and I think 
it can be said with truth that of all the 
extravagances of the present Government 
by far the most outrageous is the placing 
of Dr. Clifford by the present Bill on the 
rates. I can only imagine that this 
policy has been urged by the President 
of the Board of Trade and Dr. Clifford, 
and adopted as part of their policy by the 
Government at the demand of their 
followers. To my mind one of the most 
dangerous provisions of the Bill is the 
so-called abolition of tests for teachers, 
because in the future teachers need not 
profess any religion whatever; in fact, 
they may even be atheists if they choose. 
In every other branch of education no 
teacher would be allowed to instruct 
unless he were duly qualified to do so. 
Religious instruction is the most impor- 
tant part of a child’s training, and yet 
there is to be allowed no safeguard that 
it is believed in by the teachers who 
impart it. It will be within the juris- 
diction of the local authority to appoint 
a teacher who very likely has no belief 
in the religion he is called upon to impart. 
Moreover, the teacher may even refuse to 
give any religious instruction whatsoever, 
and the local authority will have no 
power to force him to do so, nor can 
they provide a qualified substitute. 
Amongst the many extraordinary pro. 
visions contained in the Bill the idea of 
giving Home Rule in Education to Wales 
must rank as one of the most extra- 
ordinary. Anyone who has watched 
the persecution of Anglican schools in 
Wales for the last three years—a_perse- 
cution never denounced by the President 
of the Board of Trade —will realise what 
is likely to be their future. Let me give 
one instance. On July Ist and October 
Ist, 1905, 205 teachers in voluntary 
schools in Montgomeryshire were without 
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salary. They would not have got it at| between right and wrong, but with no 
all, nor would the voluntary school have ‘such definite form of religious faith as 
been provided with coal or light, but for | has always been in the past, and will ever 
the operation of the Default Act, and the | be in the future, the mainstay of every 
President of the Board of Trade will not | right-thinking individual. ; 
deny that that is the case in other | 


counties in Wales. Motion made,and Question, ‘ That the 


| Debate be now adjourned.” —(Mr. Lloyd- 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD | George.)—put, and agreed to. 
or TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-GrorGe, Car- | 
narvon Boroughs): I deny it, and I ask | Debate to be resumed to-morrow, 
the noble Lord to name a single other | ssiscemin 
county. | 
| JUSTICES OF THE PEACE (No. 2) BILL, 

*Viscount CASTLEREAGH: I am Order for Third Reading read. 
very glad the right hon. Gentleman can | . : 
deny it; I spoke of Montgomeryshire |. Motion made, and Question proposed, 
because I know the facts I mentioned to |. That the Bill be now read the third 
be correct. I am one of those who main- | 
tain that denominational religious educa- ; 
tion is absolutely essential to the moral | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that he did 
well-being of the individual. The fact 
that an individual belongs to a community 
professing one par ticular form of religion | 
is tomy mind a moral assistance, which | 
must have an elevating effect, and I look | 
with the gravest apprehension on a} 
measure which is calculated to undermine | 
this moral influence by the withdrawal of | that the practice was, that when the 
that definite religious form of instruction | main debate of the evening stood ad- 
which has meant so much in the past | journed under such circumstances, no 
and which is responsible for our present | further contentious business was  pro- 
national integrity. It is asserted that | ceeded with. Of course they should not 
the Church people have no cause to com- ‘desire that a right hon. Gentleman of 
plain, that they will receive a fair rent, | the importance of the President of the 
and that they may look upon these efforts | Board of Trade should divide his speech, 
as a commercial success, for they wil]! but he thought that it was a corollary to 
receive a good return for their money. | their consenting to the adjournment of 


oo : see | 
Whilst strongly deprecating any infringe- 


time.” 


not think that after a Minister of the 
| Crown had moved the adjournment of 
| the House on a Bill of the kind the *y had 
been discussing the Government ought 
to take any further opposed business. 
His hon. friends who were Members of 
the last Parliament would remember 


'the debate that no important business 
ment of the rights of property, I would) should be taken. 

venture to point out to those who assert | 

that Church people will be well paid| Motion made, and Question, “ That 
for the sacrifices they have made and the | the debate be now adjourned.”—(Mr. 
money they have spent in the earnest | Balfour.)—put, and agreed to. 
endeavour to promote that definite reli- 
gious instruction which they themselves 
believe to be essential to the well-being 
of the children of the country, that no 
remuneration whatever can be adequate 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That 
this House do now adjourn,” put, and 





; :; agreed to. 
when the obvious prospect is that the | °8 
future generation will grow up with a Adjourned at five minutes before 
merely defined sense of the difference Eleven o'clock. 


Lord Castlereagh. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 8th May, 1906. 
The Lord Shute (VY. Barrington) 


took the Oath. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorb CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing bill have been complied with :—Gas 
Companies (Removal of Sulphur Restric- 
tions. ) 

The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


Crellin’s Patents Bill [HL]. Pre- 
sented (pursuant to leave given yester- 
day), and read 1*, 


Ritz Hotel Bill (H.1.]. Presented 
(pursuant to leave given yesterday) ; 


read 1*; and referred to the Examiners. 


Manchester Churches Bill  [H.L.]. 
The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill 
was withdrawn. The Orders made on 
the 22nd of March and Thursday last 
discharged, and Bill committed. 


at the commencement of a 


Folkestone and District Electricity 
c Supply Bill [Hu]. The Chairman of 
~Committes informed the House that the 
opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. 
= The Orders made on the 29th of March 
~ and Thursday last discharged, and Bill 
committed, 


An 


Cambrian Railways Bill [H..].  Re- 
ported from the Select Committee, with 
amendments. 


Millwall Dock Bill. Reported, without 
Amendment. 


Hull and Barnsley Railway (Steam | 
Vessels) Bill {u.1.] ; Nottinghamshire and | 
Derbyshire Tramways Bill [H.1.] ; Havana | 
United Railways and Regla Warehouses | 
Bill [u.1.]; North Metropolitan Tram- | 
ways Bill; Hull and Barnsley and Great | 

VOL. CLVI. (Fourtn Series.] 
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| form 
| consideration 
| Waterworks, and Lowestoft Water and 
| Gas Bill [H.1.], and the Western Valleys 
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Central Railway Companies Bill [H...]. 
Reported, with Amendments. 


Scottish Provident Institution Buildings 
Bill [u.L.]. Committed. 


Portsmouth Water Bill [H.1.]. Leave 
given to the Select Committee to adjourn 
over To-morrow. 


Scottish Union and National Insurance 
Company Bill [H.L.|—(Petition for addi- 
tional Provision). Examiners’ Certificate 
of non-compliance with the Standing 
Orders referred to the Standing Orders 
Committee on Monday next. 


Carlisle Corporation Bill ; ‘Todmorden 
Corporation Bill ; Great Eastern Railway 
Bill. Read 2", and committed. 


Bacup Corporation Bill; Cardiff Gas 
jill. Read 2%, and committed. The 


Committees to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. 


North East Lincolnshire Water Bill ; 
Thornton Urban District Gas Bill; New 


Mills Urban District Council Bill. Read 
2*, and committed, 
Uxbridge Gas Bill. Read 2°, and 


committed. The Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


Buenos Ayres Grand National Tram- 
ways Bill [H.1.]. Read 3*, and passed, 
and sent to the Commons. 


H. R. Baines & Company Bill [H.1.| ; 
Vauclain’s Patent Bill [H.1.]. Returned 
from the Commons agreed to. 


Great Yarmouth Waterworks and 
Lowestoft Water and Gas Bill [H.L.] ; 
Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewer- 
age Board Bill [u.L.]. Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the Five 
Lords appointed a Select Committee on 
the Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda 
Railway Bill {H.L.] and other Bills do 
the Select Committee for the 
of the Great Yarmouth 


(Monmouthshire) Sewerage Board Bill 
[H.L.]; read, and agreed to. All petitions 
referred to the Committee, with leave to 
the petitioners praying to be heard by 
counsel against the Bills to be heard as 
desired, as also counsel for the Bills. 


2 








1103 Stan ling Orders Relating 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION. 

Petitions in favour 
of existing: religious teaching in Church 
of England schools —of parents and 
guardians of children attending schools 
at Worsley; Manchester (2); Astley (2) ; 


West Houghton (2); St. Marks ; Monton ; | 


Eccles; Swinton; Farington; Hoole ; 
Darwen (2); Goosnagh; Blackpool ; 
Blackburn (2). Of teachers in schools in 
Westhoughton (3); Eccles; Swinton ; 
Astley; Glodwick ; Swinton; Hoole ; 
Blackpool ; Lytham ; Darwen ; Goosnagh ; 
Blackburn (2). Read and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 


POISONS AND PHARMACY BILL [H,L.] 

Petitions for amendment of ; of persons 
signing ;in Loughboro’; Lincoln ; Notting- 
ham ; Sheffield. Read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (SPECIAL RE- 
PORTS ON EDUCATIONAL SUBJECTS). 

Volume 16. School Training for the 
Home Duties of Women. Part II. 
Belgium, Sweden, Norway, Denmark, 
Switzerland, and France. 


ALLENS ACT, 1905, 

Return of alien passengers brought to 
the United Kingdom from ports in 
Europe or within the Mediterranean Sea 
during the three months ending 31st 
March 1906, together with the number of 
expulsion orders made during that period 
requiring aliens to leave the United 
Kingdom. 


TRADE REPORTS—MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES. 
No. 649. Gold Mines of Formosa. 


FANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3579. Persia (Arabistan), 
No. 3580. Netherlands (Java). 
No, 3581. Persia (Bushire), 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


{LORDS} 


of maintenance | 





to Private Bills. 
LUNACY. 


Report to the Lord Chancellor of the 
;number of visits made, the number of 
| patients seen, and the number of miles 
travelled by the visitors of lunatics from 
the Ist October, 1905, to the 31st March, 
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1906. Laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


STANDING COMMITTEE. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion for the Standing Committee, that 
they have added the Lord Hamilton of 
Dalzell, the Lord Granard (£. Granard) 
and the Lord Fitzmaurice to the Stand- 
ing Committee ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 


| POISONS AND PHARMACY BILL [H.1.}. 

Reported from the Standing Committee 
with further Amendments. The Report 
of the Amendments made in Committee 
of the Whole House and by the Standing 
Committee to be received on Friday 
next, and Bill to be printed as amended. 


(No. 76.) 


PUBLIC TRUSTEE BILL [u.1.}. 
Reported from the Standing Committee 
without further Amendments. The Re- 
port of the Amendments made in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to be received 
on Thursday next. 
PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE 
MARKS (REGISTRATION OF PATENT 
AGENTS) BILL [1.1. |. 


Reported from the Standing Committee 
with Amendments ; and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 77.) 


POST OFFICE (MONEY ORDERS) BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Committee 
without Amendment ; and to be read 3* 
on Thursday next. 
SOLICITORS BILL [1.1.]. 
House in Committee (according to 


order). Bill reported without Amend- 
ment. Standing Committee negatived ; 


and Bill to be read 3* on Thursday next. 


STANDING ORDERS RELATING TO 
PRIVATE BILLS. 
*Tuoe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 


(The Eart of ONsLow): My Lords, this 


is an Amendment of the Standing Orders 
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relating to generating stations for 
electrical purposes. There is considerable 
apprehension on the part of His Majesty’s 


Ottice of Works that the erection of these | 


enormously powerful generating stations 
may have a serious effect upon some of 
the national collections, and possibly 
even upon some of the public parks ; and 
under those circumstances they desire 
that your Lordship’s House and the other 
House of Parliament should amend the 
Standing Orders, so that before any Bill 
authorising the erection of generating 
stations is passed they may have the 
opportunity of reporting upon it, and the 
Committee considering the Bill may have 
that Report in front of them, before they 
agree to recommend that the Bill be 
passed into law. 


Moved, that Standing Orders No. 106, 
he amended by inserting after “ trade ” 
in line 4, “and His Majesty’s Office of 
Works.”—(The Burl of Ouslow.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Standing Orders amended accordingly, 
and to be printed as amended. (No. 73.) 


LOCAL TAXATION. 

*THe EARL OF DENBIGH rose “ To 
call attention to the present system of 
local taxation, whereby the greater part 
of the accumulated wealth of the country 
contributes comparatively little to local 
charges ; and to the system of com- 
pounding whereby a large number of 
those who elect the local authorities are 
insufficiently informed as to their share 
in the growing burdens imposed upon 
the ratepayers.” 


The noble Earl said: My Lords, Your 
Lordships will remember that in 1896 a 
very important Royal Commission was 
appointed for the purpose of considering 
the great and complex question of local 
taxation, and that after a certain number 
of interim Reports, the final one was 
issued in 1901 after the Commission had 
taken a great deal of evidence, and gone 
into the whole history of the subject and 
its working in a most minute and exhaus- 
tive way. A considerable number of 
recommendations were made, but I do not 
know that any one of them has been 
acted upon, except that which dealt 
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| with clerical tithes. The question of 
| local taxation is always with us, and it is 
daily becoming more and more acute. 
[ do not know that there is anything 
| people grumble more at than the steady 
and constant rise in the rates. I should 
like, by way of emphasising that fact, to 
call your Lordships’ attention to a few 
figures. Looking at the rates from the 
point of view of the average increment 
per annum, | find that in the year 1881- 
1882, compared with six years before, 
the average increment per annum was 


Taxation. 


£543,000. In the year 1890-1, compared 
with eight years before, the annual 


increment was £1,515,000. In the year 
1902-3, compared with 1899-1900, the 
average increment was £2,398,000, and 
the increase of 1902-3 over 1901-2 was 
£3,888,834. Then, again, look at the 
increase in local expenditure. The total 
expenditure for 1902-3 was no less a 
figure than £128,968,743 in England and 
Wales alone, and if you take the amount 
of loans into consideration as well—and, 
after all, these loans are an annually 
recurring figure and it is perfectly fair 
to take them into the calculation of the 
annual expenditure—the full amount 
equals between £150,000,000 and 
£160,000,000, or rather more than the 
national expenditure. The population, 
hetween the years 1898 and 1903. in- 
creased by 5°9 per cent.; the rateable 
value by 13:3 per cent., but the public 
rates increased by 33°8 per cent., whilst 
the loans of the local authorities rose by 
no less than 41°5 per cent. 


I think these figures make one reflect 
on this matter. At the same time, it is 
curious to observe the general ignorance 
of the complexities and details of this 
great question outside the ranks of those 
whom | will call professionals and experts. 
The ordinary individual very rarely 
studies the question at all, and confines 
his observations and thought on the 
subject of rating to language of a more or 
less emphatic kind when the rate collector 
calls with his demand note. I daresay 
that comparatively few people realise 
what I pointed out to your Lordships a 
moment ayo, that the total local expendi- 
ture is very considerably in excess of the 
national expenditure. Of the total 
annual local expenditure of £152,000,000 
nearly £58,000,000 is raised by rates, 
£16,246,000 by Government contribu- 
tions, and £40,000,000 by loans. Ther 
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water, gas, trams, tolls, and the various 
side shows and speculations indulged in by 
the municipal authorities of a more or 
less lucrative character, such as river 
steamboats and the like, bring in 
£36,000,000 gross, out of which you have 
to deduct the working expenses and 
provide many millions for interest and 
sinking fund on the enormous total of 
local loans, which amounted three years 
ago—the last date in respect of which 
figures are available--to £437,000,000. 


I would like to point out that the total 
of £152,000,000 in 1902-3 is nearly 
double the figure for 1892-3, ten 
years previously, when the total was 
£82,000,000. The £58,000,000 raised by 
rates every year is nearly double the 
amount raised ten years before, when it was 
£34,700,000, but the Government contri- 
butions from the Exchequer for local relief 
only vary to this extent, that they are 
£16,246,000 now as against £10,600,000 
ten vears ago. We have heard a great 
deal in past years of the increase in 
national expenditure and how that has 
been responsible for much of the slackness 
of trade and want of employment in the 
country, and the platforms frequented by 
noble Lords opposite have re-echoed 
during the past vear with denunciations 
of the expenditure of the late Govern- 
ment, to which has been mainly attributed 
the existence of the unemployed problem 
ina somewhat acute form. But it is 
rather curious that, with the exception of 
a general growl, one very rarely sees an 
accusation on this point raised as regards 
the increasing rates. I suggest to the 
House that if it is true, as no doubt it is, 
that money taken in taxation from a man 
reduces the amount available by him for 
the purposes of employment, it is only a 
question of detail whether you take the 
money for national or local purposes. 


I have no intention of going into the 
general question, because it is a very 
large one indeed, and if I had the hardi- 
hood or ability to attempt it, I am afraid 
I should have to emulate the example of 
the Deputy in the Hungarian Parliament, 
who spoke for over twenty-four con- 
secutive hours just to keep the ball 
rolling in regard to the subject under 
discussion. I hasten to say that I only 
propose merely touching the fringe of the 
subject. I shall deal more especially 
with two particular aspects of the 


question to which much attention is 


The Earl of Denbigh. 


{LORDS} 
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being directed. The reference which [ 
have on the Paper as to whether the 
general wealth of the country pays a 
proper share of taxation deals, of course, 
with that much argued point as to 
whether realty should pay as much as it 
does to local taxation: in other words, 
whether a man should be rated more 
with regard to the premises which he 
occupies than with regard to his general 
ability to pay. 

There is a very interesting history of 
the subject given in the Report of the 
Royal Commission at which I would in- 
vite your Lordships to glance for a 
moment. After the dissolution of the 
monasteries the parish was recognised as 
the unit of area for the collection of 
money for the relief of the poor, and for 
a time contributions were voluntary ; but, 
at the same time, the local bishop was 
empowered to employ pressure which 
nowadays would come under the deserip- 
tion of “ peaceful persuasion,” and if the 
parishioners did not contribute according 
to their ability they were sent to prison. 
Then in 1601 came the great Act of 
Elizabeth, which is the foundation of our 
rating system. Payments to the Poor 
Fund were made obligatory, according to 
the ability of the parish or locality to 
pay. The idea at that time seems to 
have been that this contribution should 
take the form of a sort of local income- 
tax, but there was no general method for 
ascertaining a man’s income. There was 
a great deal of legal controversy as to 
whether a man was rateable in respect of 
his stock-in-trade and other personal 
property, and a variety of decisions were 
given to which it is unnecessary for me 
to refer; but towards the end of the 
eighteenth century the rating of stock-in- 
trade was certainly practised in the cloth 
and woollen districts of the south and 
west of England. The result of that was 
to destroy these local industries, and to 
compel them to migrate to other parts 
where they were not so rated, a course 
which is taking place to-day in regard to 
many of our large industries. 

The crisis arrived in 1839, when it was 
definitely decided that stock-in-trade was 
assessable for local taxation. So much 
dissatisfaction was caused that a special 
Act was passed in 1840 for the purpose 
of exempting all personalty and_ stock- 
in-trade. It was to remain in force 
until the end of 1842, and it is interesting 
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to note that the Commission call attention 
to the fact that this Act is kept in force 
now by the Expiring Laws Continuance 
Act which comes before Parliament every 
year. You know well that as modern 
requirements increased and __ society 
developed it was felt to be very unjust 
that real property should bear the entire 
burden of maintaining services necessary 
and beneficial to the whole community, 
and a system of grants-in-aid and subven- 
tions was gradually introduced, which 
was afterwards changed in 1888 by the 
Act passed by the noble Viscount Lord 
Goschen when he substituted for that 
a system of what is known as assigned 
revenues, Other revenues were assigned 
in 1890, and in the vear 1902-3 
£16,000,000 came trom these revenues 
as against £58,000,000 raised in rates. 


| have heard it said that the noble 
Viscount’s system does not work perhaps 
quite as well as he had anticipated. I 
have seen accusations against it that it 
has introduced a complexity into accounts 
Which none but an expert can deal with, 
and that it wants reconsidering. I will 
not venture to express any opinion on 
that question in the presence of the noble 
Viscount himself, although possibly the 
matter may be referred to by other 
noble Lords in this debate. However, 
the broad aspect of the question is that 
in spite of what has been done, and in 
spite of the great difficulty which the 
Roval Commission admits exists of finding 
the true relation of personalty to realty, 
the Report emphatically states that non- 
rateable property does not as yet bear 
anything like its. full share for those 
public services which can be regarded as 
more national than local. Then the 
Report deals more minutely with the 
question, and states that poor relief com- 
prising the various services administered 
by boards of guardians and the police, 
and criminal prosecutions, are certainly 
national matters. They state that 
education is national in a high degree, 
and that the main roads are becoming 
more and more national in view of the 
increasing mobility of the population and 
the invention of new methods of loco- 
motion, 


There are some interesting Tables set 
out in the Report. Although we are 
cautioned to use them with the very 
greatest care and not to generalise too 
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much from them, still they give some 
very useful information on the relative 
positions of personalty and realty in this 
country. There is a Table on page 15 
which deals with taxes incidental to the 
ownership, occupation, and transfer of 
property. As regards {mperial finance 
the amount chargeable to rateable 
property is 17°6 of the whole, and to non- 
rateable property 21:4 of the whole. But, 
my Lords, when you come to local finance 
the position is very much reversed. On 
rateable property the percentage is 82°8 
of the whole, and on non-rateable 
property—that is, personalty—it is only 
6:1 of the whole. 





Then there is another 
interesting Table on page 20 of the 
Report, which shows the amount of the 
different descriptions of property coming 
under the Death Duties, with a view of 
establishing some idea of the proportions 
of real and personal property in this 
country. This Table points out that in 
the three years 1898, 1899, and 1900, 
out of the total duty that was paid, 75 
per cent. was on personalty and only 
about 25 per cent. on realty, showing 
that the amount of personal property is 
apparently very much in excess of real 
property. 


Without going more into detail, I 
would like to draw the especial attention 
of the House to what the Commissioners 
state. They state that for national 
purposes people should be taxed more 
with regard to their ability to pay. 
What the Commission consider a 
just grievance they say cannot be 
remedied without a direct contribu- 
tion from the Exchequer, or an exten- 
sion or development of the system of 
assigned revenues as brought in by the 
noble Viscount in 1888. I wish to draw 
the especial attention of noble Lords 
opposite to this matter, because I con- 
sider it has become really pressing in 
view of the Government’s proposals to 
tax land values. That will be a subject 
for separate debate, and I am, therefore, 
not going into it today. I am not going 
to argue whether or not the expected 
revenue will be obtained, nor whether 
the tax which they anticipate putting 
on will not ultimately fall on the oceu- 
pier in places where there is competi- 
tion to obtain houses. But this fact is 
perfectly clear, that on whomsoever it 
falls it is an additional tax on real pro- 
perty, and, therefore, any dealing with 
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that question without considering the 
whole question of rating is fundamentally 
unjust in view of the Report of the 
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many landlords. As I have pointed out, 


_ they allow for the full rates which they 


Royal Commission that real property 
already bears far more than its just pro- | 


portion of local, but at the same time 
really national burdens. I cannot do 


better than call your Lordships’ attention | 


to what was said on this matter by the 
noble Earl whose absence we deplore so 
much-——Lord Spencer. The noble Earl 
spoke last year on this question, and he 
was very strong indeed against touching 
it without dealing with the whole question 
of rating. He condemned what he called 
“peddling and tinkering” with the 
matter, a course to which he said he had 
the greatest possible objection. 


[ now wish to direct the attention of 
the House to another matter which has 
excited great interest all over the country 
amongst actual ratepayers—I refer to 
the system known as compounding, 
under which an owner of property below 
a certain value either arranges volun- 
tarily, or is compelled by the local author- 
ity to make himself responsible for the 
rates which he includes in his rent. He 
hands over that amount to the local 
authority less a certain commission 
or composition which is allowed him 
for his trouble and risk in collecting. 
It was stated before the Commission 
that something like from two-thirds to 
three-fourths of the owners of property 
in the Metropolis pay rates direct, and 
in these cases the actual amount of the 
rates is never brought under the notice 
of the occupiers who have the voting 
power. Not only is there the case of 
small properties under the compounding 
limit when the system can be enforced 
by the local authority, but the system 
also holds good in the many flats and 
tenements which are springing up all 
over London and our large cities, and 
in which the tenant pays a rent inclusive 
of rates and outgoings. There is no 
denying the fact that this is a very 
convenient system. It saves a great 
deal of trouble to the local authorities, 
and it makes them more secure as to 
the rates than if they had to be collected 
individually from small occupiers, many 
of whom in the poorer districts live from 
hand to mouth and are given to perpe- 
trating what are known as “ moonlight 
flits ” whenever it is likely to be financially 
inconvenient for them to pay their rent. 

The Eurl of Denbigh. 


collect, but they can receive a composi- 
tion up to 30 per cent. according to 
the conditions arranged for. That is a 
considerable advantage to the landlords, 
but it is a great loss to the rates of the 
district. There are two systems. For 
the poor rate compounding is only en- 
forced by the local authority in the case 


‘of properties of a certain valuation laid 


'down by the Poor Rate Assessment and 


_quisite of any one Party. 


Collection Act, 1869, and the Municipal 
Corporations Act, 1882. For the general 


district rate compounding is frequently 


regulated by means of local Acts. Lord 
Spencer referred last year, in the 


speech to which I have already alluded, 
to an eloquent speech by Mr. Glad- 
stone, who defended compounding on 
the score of convenience; but Lord 
Spencer spoke very strongly, and pointed 
out how necessary it was that all electors 
should take an interest in, and full re- 
sponsibility for, the public services. He 
said that it was a very serious matter 
indeed that hundreds of thousands of 
electors did not know how much of their 
rent went inthe payment of rates. Here 
is an extract from the evidence given by 
the late Lord Farrer. Lord Farrer 
said— 

“Facility of collection is no doubt a great 
advantage to a governing body. But this 
facility should not be such as to make the tax- 
payer unconscious of the burden. Otherwise a 
great security for economy and good adminis- 
tration is lost. Those who pay the piper call 
the tune, and in calling the tune they should 
not only pay the piper but feel that they pay 
him.” . . 

I do not think the point could be put 
better than that. 

I suggest to your Lordships that this 
is not a Party matter. I have seen the 
strongest condemnation of the present 
working of the compounding system in 
some of the most advanced organs which 
support His Majesty’s present Goyern 
ment. This is a question upon which 
both Parties can meet. I do not think 
that the desire for good and sound ad- 
ministration, the desire that people 
should be certain that they get proper 
value for their money, and the desire to 
make those having the voting power 
appreciate more the duties and responsi- 
bilities of citizenship—I do not think 
that these desires can be called the per- 
As matters 
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stand, a great many ratepayers never 
see the rate collector from one year’s 
end to the other. They never realise what 
the expenditure is. I do not suppose 
the majority of them even know what 
the rate in the pound is which is levied in 
their district ; but when they have to face 
an increase in the rent owing to a rise in 


the rates they simply put it down to the | 


grasping rapacity of the landlord. 


I think there is a remedy for this state | 


of things, but I believe the only possible 
remedy is to be found in the lowering of 
the compounding limit and having a more 
uniform system than prevails at the 
present moment. In London the com- 
pounding limit is £20, in Liverpool it is 
£13, and in Birmingham and Manchester 
£10. In other places throughout the 
country I think it is £8, but there is no 
reason at all why these limits should not 
be reduced so as to compel direct 
rating in a great many more cases 
than at present. It is not possible, 
I believe, to do away with compounding 
altogether, because in the case of very 
cheap and small occupations the amount, 
if collected weekly, fortnightly, or 
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monthly, would be so small as to make | 


the direct collection of it impracticable, 
and the abolition of compounding alto- 
gether would cause great loss on the rates 
by reason of the number of defaulters. 
But, at the same time, the loss would not 
he so great as is imagined, for although 
collecting direct from small occupiers 
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| to collect from 500 houses each, the work 
‘could be done, and after paying them 
and allowing for loss from defaulters, he 
works out that there would be a balance 
of £15,000 for the benefit of the rates. 
|I think there is a good deal in that 
suggestion, and I do not see why it 
should not be carried out in those localities 
where a high rate of composition is allowed 
at the present moment. 


Taxation. 


Then there is another suggestion, that 
landlords should be compelled by law to 
show the rate separate from the rent on 
the demand note when they collect their 
‘rents. This movement is beginning. I 
have here two sample cards designed for 
the purpose of showing the rent and the 
rate to be collected, and I think that if 
that were done generally it would at all 
events bring home to the occupiers the 
exact amount of the rate they were 
paying, and show how much of what 
they paid was rent and how much went 
to the rating authority. It would have 
‘to be made obligatory. It would, of 
course, put landlords and their agents 
|and collectors to a certain amount of 
' extra trouble, and, therefore, there is no 
hope of expecting it to be carried out 
generally unless it is ordered by statute, 


'and I do not see any reason why that 


would mean a great deal more clerical | 


work and more collectors, yet you would 
save the large amount of money which is 
now lost to the ratepayers through the 
composition allowance to landlords who 
pay direct, 


I have had an interesting correspon- 
dence with a gentleman at Manchester, 
who deals rather exhaustively with the 
question, and he sends me some figures 
with regard to North and South Man- 
chester, excluding the central portion 
of the city. He points out that the 
rateable value is £1,760,000. The com- 
pounding property represents a rateable 


value of £441,000, or 25 per cent. 
of the whole, and the composition 
allowed to the landlords is £31,600, 


which sum is therefore lost to the rate- 
payers. This gentleman makes a sugges- 
tion which is well worthy of consideration. 
He calculates that if there were 160 
more collectors, and they were told otf 


should not be done. 


Before I conclude I should like to point 
out one great anomaly that exists at the 
present moment, though it has really no 
place among the subjects of which I gave 
notice. I allude to the extent to which 
limited companies are rated, and the fact 
that they are not allowed a single vote 
in regard to the administration of the 
money which they have to pay. There 
has been a huge development in joint stock 
enterprise of recent years. In 1894 the 
capital of limited companies believed to 
be carrying on business in this country 
amounted to £1,000,000,000. In 1904 the 
amount was nearly double, and reached 
£1,900,000,000. Of course, it is impossible 
to exactly estimate the amount of rates 
paid by limited companies, but railways 
alone pay from £5,000,000 to £6,000,000 
in rates, a tax which works ont at some 
thing like £273 per mile per annum. 
That can only be regarded as a very 
great burden. It is a very great injustice 
that they should have to pay this amount 
and that none of these companies should 
have a single voice in the administration 
of it. The present system is a relic 
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when joint stock enterprise ‘had not be: | 
come the great feature it is to-day of | 
commercial conditions. I contend that 
this is a matter which ought to be con- 
sidered in connection with the rating 
question, for it seems unjust that the 
present system should be allowed to 
continue. 


There were some interesting figures 
published last year with regard to rating 
in Holborn. The rates raised by the 
Holborn Borough Council for the year 
end-d March 31st, 1905, amounted to 
£341,296. Of that amount £97,400, or 
28°53 per cent. of the total rate, was 
payable in respect of premises in the 
occupation of limited liability companies, 
pubhe authorities, hospitals, hotels, and 
other premises in respect of which no 
names appeared upon the register of 
electors. In contrast to this, of the 
total number of names upon the current 
register—11,979—no less than 6,712, or 
56°03 per cent. do not themselves pay 
rates ; the rates are paid by their land- 
lords. Lord Spencer, in the speech last 
July to which I have already referred, 
said— 

*A curious instance was brought to my 
notice recently in the case of the Borough 
of Holborn. Figures were quoted show- 
ing that more than one-fourth of the sam 
paid in rates in that borough was paid by 
pase which had no voting power what- 
ever, and that, on the other hand, more than 
half of the registered voters paid no rates at 
all. Therefore, people who paid the rates do 
not vote, and people who do not pay have 
votes. Direct taxation is the best way of 
showing the electors whether there is good 
government, and [ wish sincerely that some- 
thing could be done by Act of Parliament to 
alter the present system.” 


It should not be impossible to devise 
some more just system. I have no doubt 
that one of the criticisms which will be 
made by noble Lords who may speak 
from the benches opposite will be, W hy 
did not your Party deal with this question 
when they were in power? I believe 
there were reasons for that. However, 
I have no doubt that point will be dealt 
with by the noble Marquess the Leader 
of the Opposition. Probably there were 
excellent reasons for not dealing with it. 
Doubtless, one of them was the important 
consideration to which the Commission calls 
attention—that you cannot deal with the 
question of further subventions and 
equalising the amount paid by realty and 

The Earl of Denbigh. 


{LORDS} 
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handed down to us from days gone by, | personalty without heavy expense, and I 


Taxation. 


believe the money was not available. 
‘Still I cannot help regretting that com- 
pounding was not dealt with. 


But this question has become much 
more acute than it was even last year. 
Rates are rising in an alarming way, and 
although I have said that this is no Party 
question, and that I believe the members 
of His Majesty’s Government are as 
anxious as we are for sound economy and 
sound administration, there is no disguis- 
ing the fact that there are a large number 
of the supporters of the Government who 
are notorious for their desire to spend 
public money in every sort of enter- 
prise and are not particularly careful as 
to whether they get proper value for that 
money or not. The knowledge of that 
fact has undoubtedly created very 
considerable alarm in the minds of the 
ratepayers of this country. I suggest to 
your Lordships that it is high time that 
this question was dealt with. If His 
Majesty's Government are really and 
sincerely anxious to see the question of 
local rating put upon an equitable basis, 
if they wish to see sound administration 
and proper economy, they should find 
time to deal with it even though they 
have other large and important questions 
on their hands at the present moment. 


I apologise for having detained the 
House so long and thank your Lord- 


ships for listening to me so patiently, 


PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
AND FISHERIES 


THE 
oF AGRICULTURE 


(Earl Carrington): My Lords, — the 
noble Earl who has just sat down very 
rightly said that this is a great and 
complex question, and [ think I can 


congratulate him on a most excellent and 
interesting speech showing great know- 
ledge and grasp of the subject. I ask for 
the indulgence of the House in venturing 
to say a few words on this question, 
hecause I know that | am speaking in the 
presence of many noble Lords who have 
forgotten more on the subject than I ever 
knew, and fifteen years experience on the 
London County Council has taught me 
that the more you think the question 
over the more difficult it seems to become. 
I also have to thank the noble Karl for 
acknowledging that the question is not a 
Party question. We on this side of the 
House are grateful to him for that state- 
ment, and we shall look with confidence 
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to the kindly co-operation, sympathy, and 
help of the noble Earl opposite and his 
friends when we come to deal with this 
juestion. 

The noble Earl put the whole matter 
very plainly. He gave us to understand 
that local taxation could be well described 
in this way: A, B, and C occupy similar 
properties ; A and B may be much richer 
than C, but they all pay the same amount 
of rates, based on the annual value of the 
property they occupy and withont any 
reference to the difference in their in- 
comes. When the Final Report of the 
Royal Commission was issued we plunged 
into it to see if by hook or by crook 
A and B could be made to fairly and 
properly contribute according to their 
ability. On page 13 there is a suggestion 
that perhaps a local income-tax might 
help us. ‘The Commissioners state— 

“The Elizabethan poor rate was perhaps 
originally intended to be something like a local 
income-tax, and the practice of rating on 
‘means and substance,’ which continued in 
some parts of Scotland down to our time, was 
very similar.” 

But they go on to say— 

“It is, however, clear on reflection that a 
local income tax—i.e., an income tax imposed 
and levied by local authorities within their 
own district —tends more and more to be 
incompatible with modern social and political 
urangements.” 

Therefore we are face to face with this, 
that a local income-tax will not work. 
The Report states that a tax on the 
incomes of the inhabitants would be more 
burdensome and less productive than the 
present rates, and that instances of the 
chaos that would ensue might be in- 
detinitely multiplied. It is clear, there- 
iore, that the first suggestion will not 
help us in the least and that it can be 
dismissed. 


It is said that one method of attaining 
results similar to those desired by the 
advocates of a local income-tax is the 
imposition of a special local rate on | 
inhabited houses. But we find that there | 
we very serious objections to this sugges- 
tion as well. A rate on dwelling houses 
would fall rather unfairly on a house- 
holder with a family for which ample 
accommodation is required, as compared 
with unmarried persons in receipt of a 
similar income. Therefore we have to 
dismiss the suggestion as to an inhabited 
house rate. Those are the only two 
suggestions that I can find in the Final | 
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Report of the Royal Commission on Local 
Taxation. On page 14 of the Report we 
find a definite proposal to the effect that 
State assistance n some form is necessary. 
The Report states— 

‘*We are driven to the conclusion that the 
grievances which we have set forth cannot be 
remedied without either a direct contribution 
from the Exchequer or the extension and 
development of the system of assigned 
revenues which has been in existence since 
1889.” 

That is the conclusion at which the Royal 
Commission arrived. 


Taxation. 


I now come to the second matter 
touched upon by the noble Earl—the 
question of compounding. Lord Denbigh’s 
contention, as 1 understand it, is that if 
the persons whose rates are now com- 
pounded for paid them direct to the 
rating authority local administration 
would become less extravagant. We have 
been told that over and over again, and I] 
suppose there is something in it. Last 
week a discussion took place in your 
Lordships’ House with regard tothe alleged 
extravagance of the Poplar Board of 
Guardians, and Lord Balfour of Burleigh 
criticised them severely for having, in 
their Poor Law Schools, constructed a 
staircase of teak and installed a roof beam 
which would not, he said, disgrace the 
finest cathedral in England. The noble 
Lord said he had also been informed by 
a correspondent that a further sum of 
£50,000 had been unnecessarily spent on 
the building. The absence of an efficient 
check on local expenditure is, according 
to Lord Balfour, largely due to what is 
called the vicious system of compounding. 

I remember what happened in the case 
of the compound householder in 1866 and 
1867. The Representation of the People 
Act of 1867 was generally known in the 
country as “ Disraeli’s leap in the dark.” 
They went to the country, and the result 
of the “leap in the dark” was that Mr. 
Gladstone came into power with as 
large a majority as we have at present. 
It was then discovered that there were 
700,000 persons in this country who lived 
in houses under £10. Their rates were 
not allowed to be compounded for. They 
had to pay them direct, and the difliculties 
of the authorities were very great in 
consequence. In October, 1867, there 
were 25,000 persons summoned in 
Birmingham, and in May, 1868, there 
were 15,000 persons summoned in the 
same city, 5,000 distress warrants being 
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issued. In London the difficulty was as 
great as in the country. In Bethnal 
Green and also in Mile End there were 
15,000 summonses ; in Hackney, 6,000 ; 
and in Lambeth 5,000. So great was the 
inconvenience that Viscount Goschen, 
who I believe was President of the Poor 
Law Board at that time, brought in a Bill 
in 1869 to restore compounding. Powers 


of compounding were then reintroduced, | 


and have remained exercisable ever since. 


It is difficult to know what is best to be 
done. I would point out that a man who 
lives in a house rented at four pounds a 
year would, if the rates were increased 
one penny in the pound, only have to pay 
4d. a year more. I do not think that 
would be any great hardship, and I doubt 
whether such an increase would constitute 
an effective inducement to a ratepayer to 
look more closely into local affairs. The 
remedy suggested by the noble Earl, that 
the compounding rate should be lowered, 
does not agree with the Report of the 
Royal Commission. Lord Balfour, who 
was very severe in his criticism of this 
vicious principle, states in this Report 


that it could not be abolished, and he goes | 


on to recommend that the rate should be 
raised. The noble Karl and Lord Balfour 


certainly do not see eye to eye in the | 


matter. 


The Royal Commission recommends a 
direct contribution from the Exchequer. 
I must remind the House that that was 
in 1901, and that things are very 
different now from what they were then. 
Without trespassing on any controversial 
ground, I may remind the House that the 
National expenditure, which in 1904 was 
£94,000,000, is now £145,000,000. So 
that it is less easy at the present to find 
the £3,000,0C0 which I believe would be 
necessary for this purpose. The income- 
tax stands at ls. in the £, and it is some- 
what difficult to raise these large sums 
suddenly, however necessary they may be. 
I may be asked, are the Liberal Party, 
now that they are in power, going 
to offer a non possumus? I am not able 
to make any definite statement in the 
name of my right hon. friend the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board, but 
I can assure the noble Earl who preceded 
me that Lord Spencer’s words will be 
fully and entirely acted up to. I can 
assure the House that there will be no 
peddling and tinkering with the matter, 
and that when it is taken in hand it will 


Earl Carrington. 


{LORDS} 
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be dealt with in a comprehensive manner, 
and the Government will recognise the 
greatness of the task they have under- 
taken. I need only say, in conclusion, 
that the Government are pledged to con- 
sider this question of local taxation at an 
early date, and in their opinion that 
reform should begin with valuation. 





| * THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or 
| CANTERBURY : My Lords, I feel that 
| the House owes a debt of gratitude to 
'the noble Earl who introduced this sub- 
| ject to our notice to-night, and I confess 
to some trepidation in venturing to say 
‘even a few words upon a question which 
/has may intricacies into which I do not 
| propose to enter, because I am_ incom- 
/petent to deal with them; but I do 
|desire to say a word or two upon one 
| branch of the subject, quite lin.ited in its 
‘scope, but of supreme importance to 
the general welfare of the poorest classes 
in our urban population, 


It has been implied in the speech of 
the noble Earl the President of the 
3oard of Agriculture, that Lord Denbigh, 
| in introducing the subject, was deprecat- 
| ing in a special way the extravagance of 
}some local authorities with regard to 


/expenditure which falls upon the rates. 
I did not quite understand the noble 
| Earl to press that point ; but, if it is 
| pressed, I should not be prepared to 
‘follow in that direction. 1 believe there 
‘have been instances in which the eyx- 
'penditure of the local authorities, both 
‘urban and rural, has been somewhat 
reckless, but I put that as nothing com- 
| pared with the advantage that very eften 
| has accrued from expenditure which has 
| been denounced at the time as extrava- 
gant, but in the long run has proved tobe 
the truest and highest possible economy, 
because of the improvement it has brought 
about in the lives of those on whose 
behalf the expenditure was incurred. 
Such things have taken place constantly 
in London. For example, the provision 
of open spaces, the adoption of the Lib- 
raries Act, and the provision of baths and 
washhouses are extremely expensive 
undertakings, but the expenditure will 
ultimately prove to have been of the 
wisest and best possible kind. Therefore, 
I do not follow any one who bases all 
his objections on the ground of possible 
extravagance on the part of local 
authorities. 
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The single point upon which I de- 
sire to dwell for a moment is the 
educative advantage which comes from 
the tenant paying his 
instead of under the system of 
pounding. It was touched 


com- 


did not dwell upon it in any detail. 
There are in all our great cities, and, 
above all, in London, landlords and land 
lords. A great many landlords are 
striving to the best of their power to 
enable their tenvnts to rise to the highest 
level of citizenship of which they are 
capable, One of the largest landowners 
in London is the body known as the 
Keclesiastical Commissioners. The Ec- 
clesiastical Commissioners have for many 
years administered the greater part of 
their urban properties under the guidance 
and management of a lady who is known 
all the world over for her efforts in this 
direction —- Miss Octavia Hill. Miss 
Octavia Hill is most keen and eager on 
this subject of compounding, and for this 
reason. Those who are striving to arouse 
in the people intelligence in public affairs, 
and a sefse of responsibility in regard to 
local expenditure, are met on every side 
with the ditticultvy which arises from the 
law which renders it at all events pos- 
sible, and in ordinary circumstances 
usual, that the tenant knows nothing 
whatever about the rates which he has to 
pay, or the way in which they are ulti- 
mately expended. 


In London at this moment there are 
twenty-nine boroughs, and I think I am 
right in saying that twelve of them 
make it absolutely compulsory on the 
owner of property that he shall, whether 
he wishes to or not, allow his tenants to 
compound for the payment of the rates. 
The tenant naturally takes little or no 
interest in the way in which the rates 
are expended, because it makes no 
ditference to him whether the rates are 
high or low; at any rate, he does not 
find it out if it does. There are many 
parts of England in which this power of 
compounding is rarely used, and I think 
it will be found, if statistics are forth- 
coming, that in those districts where the 
occupier pays his rates directly there is 
infinitely greater interest taken in public 
affairs than there is in regions where 


compounding is practised ona large scale. | 


I had to look the other day into a) 


question connected with the borough of 
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| Burnley. 
|ago there was practically little or no 


rates direct | 


upon by | 
the noble Earl, Lord Denbigh, but he | 
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In that borough a few years. 


Taxation. 


compounding, and I believe I am 
right in saying that in the municipal 
elections something like 93 or 94 
per cent. of the possible voters at the 
local elections went to the poll. Contrast 
that with some of our London boroughs. 
I lived for some years in the borough of 
Southwark. Inthat borough atthe present 
moment about 35 per cent. ofthe electors go 
to the poll on the occasion of the election 
of the borough council, and some 50 per 


cent. on the occasion of the county council 


election. But general interest in these 
elections is absolutely lacking, and I 
be ieve that to be attributable in no small 
degree to the fact that by far the larger 
proportion of the people who occupy 
tenements and houses in these regions 
pay the rates only through what they 
regard as an additional impost by the 
landlord. 


I admit that, while the present system 
of quarterly payments of rates is adhered 
to, there are practical difficulties in the 
way of collecting the rates directly from 
the poorest occupiers. It is not to be ex- 
pected that a man or woman who is 
struggling with poverty will be able to 
keep untouched the growing pile of pence 
or shillings reserved for rates so as to be 
able to have the sum ready when 
the quarter ends. But in the poorest 
districts rents are collected weekly or 
fortnightly, and there ought to be no 
insuperable difficulty in collecting the 
rates in the same way. We are told that 
the expense of such collection would be 
prohibitive. I do not believe it. It is 
possible at this moment to get rents col- 
lected in the poorest districts fer an ex- 
penditure on commission of5 per cent, and 
these rents are probably collected in large 
measure from scattered houses in different 
parts of a neighbourhood. The authorities 
give a commission of from 15 to 30 per 
cent. for the collection of the rates when 
the person collecting them happens to be 
the landlord. You would have that 
money in hand in considering the extra 
expense involved in a fortnightly col- 
lection of rates direct from the tenant, 
and such collection becomes, of course, 
both easier and cheaper when you can 
collect from house to house or room to 
room instead of from scattered tenants. 


Those who are accustomed to the 
administration of large property, where 
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there is a philanthropic element in| 
the matter, and who are forced by the} 
necessities of the case to adopt the com- | 
pounding system, endeavour to educate | 
the people by collecting separately the 
money required as rent and the money 
required in payment of rates. They) 
have not found an insuperable difficulty in 

doing so, and experts have told me that 

there would probably be a large saving to 
local authorities if this were carried out on 
an extensive scale. I know that evidence 
to the contrary was given by official 

witnesses before the Royal Commission, 

and I do not wish to undervalue their 
testimony. But, after all, they were 
looking at it from cne side only, and 

in any case it is almost inexcusable 
that in twelve metropolitan boroughs 
compounding should be made compulsory. 

In sixteen it is a voluntary arrangement, 
and every encouragement is given to its 
adoption. Yet it must always be re 

membered that the system gives full 
encouragement to landlords whose 
only desire is to get the utmost com- 
mercial value for their property. These 
landlords, when the rates go up 1d., add 
2d. or 3d. to the rent, and there are 
districts in which it is positively said to be 
a gain rather than a loss to the landlord 
that the rates should go up. I would 
strongly urge that Clause 4 of the Act 

of 1869 which enables a local authority to 
make compounding compulsory, should be 
repealed, and that the system of volun- 
tary compounding should be discouraged 
and reduced toa minimum, The slipshod, 
careless, shiftless tenant likes the plan, 
but it is in the highest degree discouraging 
to tho e landlords who are striving to im- 
prove the understanding capacity of those 
from whom they draw their rents and to 
increase their sense of civic responsibility. 


Local 


*Lorp ZOUCHE or HARYNG- 
WORTH: My Lords, I rise with great 
diffidence to address a few words to the 


House on this important — subject, 
especially after the extremely able 
speakers who have preceded me. There 


are, however, one or two points that | 
should like to bring forward, and [ can 
claim some knowledge of the subject as I 
served on the Joint Committee on 
Municipal Trading. The question of 
municipal trading is not precisely the 
same as the one we are discussing to-day, 
hunt it is in some measure germane to it. 


Abundant evidence was given before the | 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 


{LORDS} 
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Joint Committee to which I have re- 
ferred of the extravagance, and, I am 


afraid, the somewhat reckless  extra- 
vagance, of various local bodies. Some- 


times they were county councils, at other 
times they were borough and_ other 
councils, but the result in each case was 
to handicap very seriously local in- 


dustries. 
The noble Earl who initiated this 
discussion referred to the question 


whether the accumulated wealth of the 
country contributes its fair share to local 
charges, and he seemed to hint at the 
rating of personal property. The noble 
Earl shakes his head. I evidently mis- 
understood him. This question has often 
been before the public, and I protest with 
all the strength of which I am capable 
against an idea of enlarging the field of 
local taxation by the inclusion of 
personal property which would only re- 
sult in increasing the rates. The theory 
is that at present one mar, so to speak, 
supports a burden, and that if another 
supporter is introduced that burden 
will be lessened. On the contrary, 
the inevitable result would” be to 
double it. As to the question otf 
compounding, I should like to add my 
humble testimony to what has been said 
about the abuse of this system. We 
know that compounding was started asa 
matter of convenience, anda rebate was 
allowed the landlord as an inducement 
for him to carry out this arrangement ; 
but I must admit that compounding, 
when it is associated with large rebates, 
does not seem to me to be a businesslike 
arrangement. 


I have in my hand a table showing 
the amounts allowed by metropolitan 
borough councils to owners of property in 
respect of compounding. In Poplar the 
allowances for collection were in i904 no 
less a sum that £30,195, and for the 
year 1906-7 the amount is estimated at 
£37,000, which I am_ informed is 
equivalent toa rate of 1s. in the pound on 
the whole of the rateable value of the 
borough. So that, if you balance one 
thing against the other, I do not think 
there is very much gained by allowing 
these large rebates as an inducement or 
bribe to owners of property to collect the 
rates. Ido not think it can be pointed 
out too strongly that as a result of this 
system the compounding householders 
never see the rate collector, and most of 
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Yet they have votes at municipal 
elections, and their votes are often 
sufficient to swamp those of the actual 
ratepayers directly interested in checking 
extravagant expenditure. 

The people whose rates are included 
in their rents are as a rule more open to 
agitation than those who pay rates 
direct, and can often be induced to vote 
for municipal councillors who represent 
that they have done much for the com- 
munity without asking these voters for a 
penny. If the matter is thought over, 
it will be seen that many of these 
councillors are in an almost impregnable 
position. Theoretically they are subject 
to the votes of the ratepayers, but it is 
exceedingly difficult to turn them ont. 
Sometimes this has a rather extraordin- 
ary result. One of the witnesses before 
the Joint Commi:tee to which I have 


referred was the town clerk of a 
large and important city which 


shall be nameless. He was detailing 
the various ways in which they managed 
their business, and he admitted the 
enormous extent of the local taxation. 
At the conclusion of his evidence he 
added, with as near an approach to a 
wink as the august surroundings would 
permit, that the corporation did pretty 
much as he told them ; so that the result 
of the system is that the expenditure of 
a whole city may be in the hands of one 
individual. 


It is said that these people pay rates 
in their rent, but that is not always true, 
because the rent very often does not 
depend entirely on the rates. There 
are places, in which there is not a large 
demand for houses, where the landlord 
cannot recoup himself by raising rents. 
But in some places and in London 
the landlord is able to increase the 
rent, and I think the point brought 
forward by the most rev. Primate is 
an important one, that great hardship 
is heing inflicted on poor people by their 
being charged rents higher than are neces- 
sary to cover the rates. A man who 
never sees the rate collector has no 
possible interest in bringing his influence 
to hear in reducing the rates, and if he 
is of the working class he will possibly 
favour undue expenditure because he 
thinks it will bring him more labour 
and extra wages. It is difficult to know 


what ought to be done to remedy this 
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The fairest remedy is 
that municipal votes should be confined to 
those who actually pay rates. Taxation 
and representation should go together. 
It may be a drastic remedy to disfran- 
chise those who do not pay rates ; but 
whatever remedy is found the subject is 
one that is receiving, and will continue 
to receive, increased attention out of 
doors. 


*THE UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
FirTZMAURICE): My Lords, it is my good 
fortune in this House to represent a 
Department of which I think it may be 
said with certainty that it is the only 
Department which is in no manner con- 
nected, directly or indirectly, with the 
levying of rates. I therefore owe some 
apology to your Lordships for venturing 
to intervene in this debate ; but I have 
been connected for a great number of 
years with the administration of a large 
county, and even the absorbing interest 
of foreign affairs cannot blot out of the 
mind of any Member of either House of 
Parliament who has taken an active part 
in local affairs the interest which he must 
feel from that connection. 


My principal reason for rising to say 
a few words is to remove a misapprehen- 
sion under which the noble Lord who has 
just spoken seemed to be in regard to what 
fell from my noble friend the President of 
the Board of Agriculture. The noble 
Lord seemed to think that my noble 
friend had in some way identified himself 
with a proposal for rating personalty. 


*Lorp ZOUCHE or HARYNG- 
WORTH: I was referring to what was 
said by the noble Earl who initiated the 
discussion, and not to what fell from the 
noble Earl the President of the Board of 
Agriculture. 


*THe Eant oF DENBIGH: I should 
like to say that I had no intention of 
arguing in favour of rating personalty. 
All I want is a further contribution from 
the personal property of the country 
towards helping taxation which falls to 
such a large extent on realty, 


*Lord FITZMAURICE: Iam glad 
then to think that neither the noble 
Earl opposite nor my noble friend 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
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identified himself with that proposal. 
Indeed, after the interesting investiga- 
tions and reports of the Royal Commission 
it is now almost impossible to conclude 
that the rating of personalty in the real 
sense of the expression comes within the 
region of possibility. Sir George Murray 
and Sir Edward Hamilton entirely bear 
out in their Report what the noble Karl 
who introduced this subject said s» well. 
But one of the great misfortunes of this 
question is that it has become so involved 
in a mass of details, so obscured by one 
Report after another, so taken up in Acts of 


Parliament which partly repeal and partly | 


amend previous legislation, that the 
question has become to many minds 
almost abhorrent, although everybody 


acknowledges its immense importance. | 


We must all acknowledge its great 
importance. Local expenditure has, as 


the noble Earl pointed out, gone up 
enormously, and it appears likely to 
continue to go up by leaps and bounds. 
Therefore, to introduce, or to endeavour to 
introduce, some order and method into 
the great mass of detail in which the 
subject is involved is a matter of in- 
creasing and urgent necessity. 


I am not going to attack the late 
Government for not having taken up 
the Report, of the Commission, or 
rather those great Reports, and dealt 
with the subject of local taxation reform, 
I am quite willing to believe that had 
it not been for the important 
tions of foreign and colonial 
which oceupied such a_ large 
of their time and attention, they 
would, in all probability, have at- 
tempted to deal with the Report of 
the Commission which they themselves 
appointed. I regret that they only 
touched one small corner of the subject, 
the rating of agricultural land — for 
certain purposes and the rating of 
tithe, apart from the other 
mendations of the Commission. 
late Government probably 
as I imagine any Government would— 
aud I put this in rather as a caveat on 
the part of this Government—that this 
question was an enormous one, which 
might very well occupy the whole 
of a Parliamentary session. If I desired 
to find a proof, if one were deemed 
necessary, of what I have just said, I 
would remind your Lordships that when 
the Local Government Act of 18838, 


Lord Fitzmaurice. 


part 


/tion and transfer of 
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which so largely altered the whole system 
of local government in this country, was 
passed, that measure did not stand by 
itself. It was very largely affected by 
he proposals in the Budget of that year, 
and when the great changes and reforms 
that were then made are spoken of they 
are sometimes identified with the name 
noble Viscount who was then 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and some- 


/times with the name of Mr. Ritchie, 


| who introduced the Bill. 


The reason is 
this, that although Mr. Ritchie was the 
parent of the Bill, the measure would 
have been quite impossible if the support 
and goodwill of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had not been obtained. That 
is our position to-day. 


This is a question which must  obvi- 


|ously be largely settled elsewhere, 
because it is essentially a financial 
question, The Chancellor of the Ex- 


chequer of the day is master of the 
situation, and [ may remind your Lord- 


ships that it has been pointed out in the 


Budget statement of the year that there 
are questions connected with the collee- 
rates under the 
system identified with the name of the 


‘noble Viscount which are receiving the 


attention of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. Any financial arrangement 
vssociated with the name of the noble 
Viscount must necessarily stand on a very 
strong foundation, because he is one of 


our greatest living authorities on finance. 
ques- | . 


policy | 


One of the most difficult duties of the 
Government will be to consider the strong 
arguments which induced the noble 
Viscount and Mr Ritchie to adopt that 
plan, and also, on the other hand, the 
very able arguments adduced against it 
by such high authorities as those who 
signed both the Majority and the Minority 
Reports of the Commission. But that 
something must be done we all agree. 


We have heard much in this debate 
about the inequality of the incidence of 
local taxation on real and personal pro- 
perty; but there is another inequality 


which grows year by year and which will 


have to be considered—the inequality in 
the distribution of some of the grants 
from the Imperial Exchequer in aid of 
local taxation The distribution of the 
probate duty not only constitutes a very 


| great injustice in the case of some coun- 
‘ties, but is an admirable illustration of 


what the noble Earl who introduced this 
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question. In 1888 it was decided to 
make this distribution between the 
counties and county boroughs, and the 
counties that could show the larger 
proportion of main roads got the larger 
crants. It was not, perhaps, at that 
moment such an unfair thing. The 
distribution was called a temporary dis- 
tribution, but it has gone on ever since, 
and now the retrograde counties have 
come into line in the matter of main 
roads, but still receive only their share on 
the basis of 1888. Thus the inequality 
has got worse and worse, and His Majesty’s 
Government are perforce obliged to con- 
sider that question and cannot treat it as 
one that can be deferred indefinitely. 


[ believe myself that it will be most 
dificult to abolish compounding to any 
large extent, because of the very great 
convenience such an arrangement is to 
the local authority. I remember the 
great agitation that arose at the time 
when the compounding householder was 
abolished under Mr, Disraeli’s Bill. I 
stood at the time as a candidate for 
Parliament, and although there were 
thorny and exciting questions on foot like 
the disestablishment of the Irish Chureh 
and the abolition of University tests, 
the only question [ was asked was 
whether [ would support the restoration 
of the compound householder. If we 
attempted again to abolish compounding 
we should meet with very considerable 
opposition. I hope the noble Earl will 
he satisfied with the expression of opinion 
to which his notice has given rise, and 
will not be disappointed when [ say that 
on the whole this is a question the de- 
cision of which must lie elsewhere, and 
that probably the question of valuation 
ani assessment will be found to lie at 
the root of the matter, and, as was in- 
timated by my right hon. friend the 
President of the Local Government Board, 
will have to be dealt with first. 


Viscount RIDLEY: My Lords, I 
do not rise for the purpose of pressing 
His Majesty’s Government on a matter 
on which it is obvious they cannot have 
had time to make up their minds. Nor 
do | wish to follow noble Lords who are 
thoroughly conversant with local finance 
as to schemes for altering the present 


{3 May 1908} 


subject so ably directed our attention to— | 
the difficulty and confusion of the whole | 
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is from tha point of view of the heavy 
burden of the rates on the industrial 
community that I wish to say a few 
words. The burden of the rates falls 
very largely on industry, and the cases 
of removal, of which Messrs. Yarrow’s 
is an exampie, are common. The evil 
effects of this burden falling upon in- 
dustry is experienced, not only by the 
employer and the employee, who loses 
his occupition, but with great and in- 
creasing severity by those who remain 
in the district. 


Taxation. 


If the present position is compared 
with that of a year ago it will be found 
that the percentige of empty houses in 
the London County Council area has 
risen from under 2 to 4 percent. This 
is obviously a serious matter, for as the 
proportion of empty houses increases 
the rates fall with greater severity on 
those remaining. It is not only in the 
case of one class of industry or in one 
district that the effect of the rates is to 
penalise British industries. Although 
railway companies are considered in 
many quarters as having no claim to 
consideration, they have a very con- 
siderable grievance in this matter. 
Within the last ten years the amount of 
money pud by the great railway com- 
panies in England has risen by some- 
thing like 60 per cent. Whereas ten 
years ago they paid £173 a mile in 
rates, they now pay £283 a mile. 
Railways in other countries pay much 
less. It may interest your Lordships to 
know that in the United States the 
average amount paid in rates is £61 per 
mile, against £283 here. I do not for 
one moment suggest that the circum- 
stances are precisely similar, but the fact 
is one which calls for careful investigation: 

I heard of the case the other day of an 
agricultural parish in Northamptonshire, 
the population of which is a little over 
4,000, and the acreage 1,671 acres. This 
parish carried out a drainage scheme 


| which raised the local rates from 9d. to 
| 3s. 1d. 


This burden fell mainly on the 
Midland Railway Company, who were 
assessed at £7,478 a year and paid 81 per 
cent. of the total rates. The railway 
company had to bear the burden of this 
drainage scheme although they gained 
practically no benefit from it. Railway 
companies all the while have no possibility 


of being represented on the spending 
unfairness of the incidence of rating. It | 
' 


authorities. It is, therefore, a clear case 
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of taxation without representation, It 
must be borne in mind that under the 
present system the sufferers ure not 
merely the railway directors and share- 
holders. The whole of the travelling and 
buying public are affected, inasmuch as 
they have to pay higher fares and rates of 


carriage on account of the heavy burden | 


placed on the companies. I was glad to 
hear that His Majesty’s Government are 
alive to the importance of this question, 
and I hope that when they come to deal 
with it they will do so in a large and 
comprehensive spirit, remembering the 
very important effect which rates have on 
the prosperity of the manufacturing in- 
dustries of the country. 


*THe Marquess OF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, your Lordships might  sup- 
pose that werwho sit on this Bench 
are wanting in respect to the House, 
or in appreciation of the importance of 
the subject we have been discussing, if we 
allowed this debate to close without ex- 
pressing, in a few words, the intere-t we 
take in it. It has been, as our debates not 
infrequently are, of a somewhat inconclu- 
sive character, but I do not think that my 
noble friend who introduced the subject 
need regret having done so, for he has 
elicited a very instructive and useful 
discussion. 


My noble friend would probably 
not be unwilling to leave the matter 
where it was left by the Under-Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs in the speech 
to which we have just listened. It 
seems to me quite clear that we must 
accept as entirely reasonable the plea of 
His Majesty's Government for more time 
in which to examine this great question. 
It is one which has been before the public 
a long time, and which others have hesi- 
tated to deal with, and we can scarcely 
take them to task because they have not, 
in the first half year of their term of 
oftice, addressed themselves to the solu- 
tion of the problem. It seems to me 
also reasonable to say that it cannot 


be properly dealt with unless the question | 


of valuation is thoroughly examined, 
and, in addition to that, I think it may 


fairly be argued—indeed, it is obvious— | 
that no settlement of this matter can be | 


proposed except in connection with the 
financial arrangements of the year, which 
it must necessarily affect. 


Viscount Ridley. 


{LORDS} 
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I trust, however, that His Majesty’s 


Government will bear in mind that, 
although there are wide differences of 
opinion, although Lord Balfour’s Commis- 
sion produced, if I may borrow a phrase 


| from Mr. Gladstone, not a Report, but a 


litter of Reports, throughout all those Re- 
ports there runs the admission that some- 
thing should be done to give effect to the 
views which my noble friend Lord Denbigh 
has expressed this evening. There may 
be differences as to the proper mode of 
giving effect to these proposals. ‘There 
are two distinct schools of thought upon 
them. There is the school of thought 
which we connect with the name of the 
noble Viscount, Lord Goschen, who I am 
sorry to see is not in his place at this 
moment, and who, in the year 18sg, 
dealt courageously with this question, I 
have no doubt he would be ready to 
defend the views which he then held, 
But, on the other hand, these Reports 
contain weighty arguments which go 
to show that if relief is to be given to the 
ratepayers, it can be given in some better 
form than by the assignation of particular 
kinds of revenue in aid of local expendi- 
ture. 


I have neither the knowledge nor the 
courage to decide between these two 
views. But what I do wish to insist 
upon is that both those who hold the one 
set of opinions, and those who hold the 
other, maintain, as indeed did Lord 
Spencer in the passages quoted by my 
noble friend, that this matter is one which 
requires the earnest attention of Parlia- 
ment. By all means, if it is to be dealt 
with, let it be dealt with in the spirit 
indicated by the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, who evidently feels, 
as indeed the Royal Commission felt, 
and particularly two Members of that 
Commission—Sir George Murray and 
Sir Edward Hamilton—that if there is to 
be a rearrangement of these imposts the 
matter should be treated, not in a hap- 
hazard fashion, but on a_ thoroughly 
scientific basis. 7 


The gravity of the problem has un- 
doubtedly been increased by the rapid 
augmentation of local expenditure. To 
my mind, that is one of the most formid- 
able and alarming circumstances which 
we have to consider in the age in which 
we are now living. It is not so very 


long since the local expenditure of this 
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1133 


Imperial expenditure. The 
penditure now exceeds the Imperial 
expenditure of the country; and if we 
consider side by side the growth of 
[Imperial as well as local indebtedness, I 
think we may indeed feel that the finan- 
cial position is one which cannot be too 
seriously or carefully considered. 


1 will offer one or two observations 
only with regard to the question which 
occupied a conspicuous place in most of 
the speeches to which we have listened 
—the question of compounding. I have 
never -yet met any one who did_ not 
believe that in principle compounding 
was an undesirable system, undesirable 
because it inevitably tends to diminish 
a sense of civic responsibility. There 
can be no doubt about that, and it is 
admitted, in so many words, in the 
Majority Report of the Commission. On 
the other hand, there are unquestionably 
very great difficulties in the way of its 
entire abolition. The Commission dwell 
pon the practical difficulties of collect- 
ing and enforcing payment from the large 
uumber of the poorest classes in our great 
towns who, as they point out, are in the 
habit of moving freely from one part of 
the country or one part of the neighbour- 
hood to another, and who are therefore 
not always very easy to follow up. But 
Tam bound to say that it does seem to 
me, particularly after listening to the 
evidence laid before us by the most 
reverend Primate, that the question of 
compounding should be very seriously 
examined by his Majesty’s Government. 


The Commission actually recommended 
that the compounding limit should be 
raised. [cannot help hoping that it may 
he found possible, on further examina- 
tion, to lower that limit. I also think 
that the suggestion made by my noble 
friend, that in all cases where rent and 
rates are demanded at one and the 
same time, the rent and the rates 
should) be separately shown, is one 
deserving of consideration. The noble 
Earl the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture brushed that suggestion rather 
hastily on one side. He took the case 
of a man whose premises were valued at 
£4 a year, and said that if that man had 
to pay an additional 1d. in the £ the 
additional claim would amount only to 


4d., which, he thought, was not likely | 
to constitute an effective inducement to | the great complexity and difficulty with 
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|the ratepayer to look more closely into 
local ex- | 


local affairs. 

But, my Lords, supposing that the 
rates are already 7s. or 8s. in the &£, 
that they have been rising penny by 
penny for years past, and that the rate- 
payer is given a full opportunity of 
seeing how the burden of the rates is 
growing and growing, until it is likely to 
swamp him and the neighbourhood in 
which he lives, I cannot help thinking 
that he will then acquire more of that 
sense of responsibility in which he is 
perhaps deficient at present, and that he 
will realise that, desirable as may be 
many of the objects for which the rate- 
payers’ money is spent, those desires 
cannot be indulged consistently with the 
solvency of the district in which he lives. 
We heard with satisfaction from the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs and from the President of 
the Board of Agriculture that His 
Majesty's Government are alive to 
the importance of this question, and 
propose to deal with it as soon as they 
conveniently can. All that we can do 
is very earnestly indeed to commend it to 
their attention, and to assure them that, 
so far as we are able, we shall regard 
it, not as one for Party dispute and 
recrimination, but rather as one con- 
cerning very closely the welfare of the 
people of this country, and one, therefore, 
regarding which both Parties may well 
co-operate to the best of their ability. 


The LORD PRIVY SEAL (The Mar- 
quess of Ripon): My Lords, I almost 
feel that I ought to make an apology to 
your Lordships for occupying your time 
even for a few moments, because, after 
the able speeches of my noble friends 
behind me, there is really nothing left 
for me to say on behalf of His Majesty’s 
Government. But I am anxious to thank 
my noble friend opposite for the very fair 
spirit in which he has just addressed us, 
and particularly for his promise of assist- 
ance in the great and difkcult work 
which lies before any Government which 
attempts to deal with this question. 

Your Lordships know how long the 
question of local rating has been before 
the country. You know that many 
Governments have sought to deal with it 
and have not been successful in their 
undertaking, and you are well aware of 
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which the question is surrounded. This , 
is in itself a sufficient reason to explain | 
why past Governments have not de-| 
sired to undertake a question of such 
great difficulty. But the time has un- 
doubtedly come when this question 
ought to be fully considered and dealt 
with by the Government of the day. 
The late Government, although the 
Report of the Royal Commission was in 
their hands in 1901, did not feel them- 
elves able to deal with the question in 
a large way. They preferred to deal 
with a single point of it, and they did so 
in a way which has always seemed to 
‘hose with whom I have the honour to 
act as being a very imperfect, and, indeed, 
a very undesirable mode of dealing with 
the question. But the Agricultural 
Rates Act of last year was passed, I 
think, with the general understanding 
that it was for a limited period, four or 
five vears, and that whatever Govern- 
ment was in power would during that 
interval attempt to come to some settle- 
ment of this question. 


Noble Lords opposite may be well 
satisfied that His Majesty's present 
(rovernment are determined to take the 
matter up. I was particularly glad to 
hear from my noble friend that he, with 
us, recognised that the question of valu- 
ation was a primary one upon which the 
matters rest. It is to that question, as 
we believe, the Government ought first 
to direct their attention, but, of course, 
that will be only to lay the foundation 
vpon which the further revision of the 
whole subject must rest. You may be 
sure that the whole question is under the 
consideration of the Government and 
will be dealt with by them. You have the 
statement of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, in moving his Budget this year, 
that he was convinced that the existing 
system of the assignment of heads of taxa- 
tion to local bodies had been shown to be 
unsound, and he desired to get rid of it 
at as early a period as possible. My 
noble friend pointed out that that system 
was established by the noble Viscount 
Lord Goschen. No doubt at the time it 
was established there were great hopes 
that it would be successful in its working. 
The noble Viscount is not in his place at 
the present moment. I do not know 
whether he has changed his opinion or 
not, but it is clear from the Report of the 
Commission that the system has broken 


Lhe Marquess of Ripon. 
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down, and that the time has come when 
some other and more satisfactory system 
must be adopted for the purpose of aiding 
the local rates. 


Seamen’s Allotments. 


With respect to the question of com- 
pounding, I am one of those who believe 
that it will be found extremely difficult, if 
not impracticable, to abolish that system. 
I well recollect those days when the 
compound householder first rose into 
prominence. Your Lordships will re- 
member that at the time of the passing of 
Mr. Disraeli’s Reform Bill the compound 
householder was abolished. Two years 
afterwards he was resuscitated by my 
noble friend Viscount Goschen, because 
his abolition had produced such a state of 
confusion. But when we hear such a 
speech as that which fell from the most 
reverend Primate to-night, when we hear 
how earnestly he argues against the con- 
tinuance of this system and the great 
authorities to which he referred as being 
opposed to it, there is no doubt that 
it will be the duty of His Majesty’s 
Government carefully to consider that 
branch of the subject. 


T cannot say myself, if I speak my frank 
opinion, that I have much hope that we 
shall be able to arrive at the conclusion 
that it can be abolished. My noble 
friend opposite argued in favour of the 
figure being reduced at which compound- 
ing commences, but the Commissioners 
say let the figure be raised. Therefore, 
it is by no means clear that a reduction 
of the figure would be the right mode of 
dealing with the subject. It has been 
shown by past experience to be a question 
of infinite difficulty, and [ am 
confident that my right hon. friend the 
President of the Local Government 
Board will give to that branch, as well as 
to every other branch of the subject, his 
most careful consideration. 


quite 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’S ALLOTMENTS. 
*Lorp ELLENBOROUGH: My Lords, 


I gave my reasons for wishing that this 
Return should be granted when | 
addressed your Lordships on April 5th 
last. After consultation with the noble 
Earl who represents the Board of Trade 
a form of Return has been drawn up 
which will give all the information I ask 
for. I therefore beg to move for a Return 
in that form. 
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Moved, That there be laid before | at the principal ports in the United King- 
the House a Return showing the | dom during the years 1903-1905, and the 
number of seamen (exclusive of officers) | number of allotments made by them in 
who entered into foreign-going agreements the following form :— 





Number of Seamen 





lenclesive of Number of Seamen Percentage of 
E ; . Seamen who 
Name of Port. Officers) who entered (exclusive of Officers) | made allet- 
-_ foreign-going who made allotments. | ments. 

y. greements. | 

, : | 

To relatives | 

or other Toa Bank. | 





‘sons 
persons. 
| 











Total - - | 








| Lord Elk M horough.) 


THE Ear tL oF GRANARD : His | and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Majesty’s Government, as [have informed | the Standing Orders not previously 
the noble Lord privi ately, will be very | inquired into, and which are applicable 
pleased to grant the Return for w hich he | | thereto, have been complied with, viz. 
moves. | National Assurance — of lreiad 

}and Yorkshire Fire and Life Insurance 

On Question, Motion agreed to, and | Company Bill (Lords). 


ordered accordingly. Ordered, That the Bill be read 
| sae j 
House adjourned at Seven o’clock, second time. 
to Thursday next, half- past | 
7? le ak. } ‘ ‘ e 
lta | Bethnal Green Borough Council 
| (Superannuation) bill [Lords]. Read the 
| third time, and passed, without Amend- 
HOUSE OF COMMONS, _ | ment. 

Tuesday, 8th May, 1906. | Antofagasta (Chili) and Bolivia Railway 
| Bill [L ords}. { Not amended], considered ; 
| to be read the third time. 

The House met at a Quarter before | 
Three of the Clock. | LoealGovernment (Ireland) Provisional 
| Orders (No. 1) Bill; Local Government 
| Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Loeal 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) 


Bill. Read a second time, and committed. 


| 
PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STAN DIN¢ G| Sea Fisheries Provisional Order Bill, 
QUIRED NOT PREVIOUSLY iN | * To confirm a Provisional Order made by 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). | the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries 
Mr. SPEAKER laid uponthe Table Report }under the Sea Fisheries Act, 1868, 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions | relating to the Estuary of the Wash, in 
ior Private Bills, That, in the case of the | the county of Norfolk,” presented by Sir 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, | Edward Strachey ; read the first time ; 
2R 2 
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to be referred to the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 197.] 


London Outer Circle Railway Bill ; 
Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Committee on the 
Metropolitan Outer Circle Railway Bill, 
1882, be referred to the Committee on the 
London Outer Circle Railway Bill.—( 4/7. 
Caldwell.) 


Pontefract Corporation Bill. Reported 
from the Police and Sanitary Committee 
with Amendments. Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 4). 

Sir George Doughty reported from the 
Committee on Group 4 of Railway Bills ; 
That, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Tuesday 
next, at Eleven of the Clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to Seed 
Potatoes Supply (Ireland) Bill, with 
Amendments. 


They have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to authorise the Wallasey 
Urban District Council tc construct a 
tramway and promenades, and to make 
further provision in regard to their gas, 
water, electricity, ferries, and tramways 
undertakings, and the health, local 
government, and improvement of their 
district; and for other purposes,” 
{Wallasey Tramways and Improvements 


Bill {Lords. | 


Wallasey Tramways and Improvements 
Bill [Lords], read the first time ; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 

Petitions in favour; From Alloa and 
Devon; Aldwarke (No. 1); Alva; Clack- 
mannan; Fforest Isaf; Hartshead; Lanark- 
shire; Netherton; Tillicoultry ; and, 
West Bromwich Collieries ; to lie upon the 
Table. 
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Petitions. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL (RELIGIOUS TEACHING). 

Petitions against alteration of Law, 
From Abberton; Acton Beauchamp ; 


Acton Green; Amblecote; Astley; 
Atherstone on Stour; Attleborough ; 


Ansley ; Badsey with Aldington ; Beau- 
desert ; Birdingbury ; Birlingham ; Birts 
morton; Bishop's Waltham (two) ; 
Blackheath ; Bolton (three); Brecon ; 
Bradley ; Bredicot ; Broadwas ; Broome ; 
Budbrooke; Burnham Thorpe (two) ; 
Bushley ; Carbrooke ; Chaceley ; Chad- 
desley Corbett; Charlecote; Charlton 
Pershore ; Chawton (two) ; Chiddingstone 
(two) ; Chilvers Coton ; Claines ; Cleeve 
Prior; Clifton on Dunsmore; Cofton 
Hackett ; Combroke ; Cookley ; Copdock ; 
Cossall; Coventry (three); Cradley ; 
Croftherne ; Darlington (two) ; Defford 
cum Besford; Denton; Dersingham ; 
Devynnock; Doverdale; — Droitwich ; 
Dudley ; Earls Croome and Hill Croome ; 
East Winch; Elmley Castle ; Ethington ; 
Farington (two); Farnborough ; Farns- 
field ; Flyford — Flavel; Foleshill ; 
Fordham; Frankton; Gaydon with 
Chadshunt ; Gow Honeybourne ; Grand- 
borough ; Great Alne ; Great and Little 


Hampton; Great Ringstead; Great 
Yarmouth; Harlington ; Horstead ; 
Hayes; Himbleton; Hinton Charter- 


house ; Holt; Honiley ; Honingham and 
Mas. iuddenham ; Horstead ; Hunning- 
ham; Ickford (two);  WKenilworth; 
Keresky ; Kidderminster (two) ; Knights 
Enham cum Smannell; Leamington 
(three) Lighthorne ; Little Comberton ; 
Little Hulton ; Littleton (two); Lound ; 
Loxley ; Marton ; Masborough ; Moreton 
Morrell ; Moulton (two); Norton and 


Lenchwick ; Norton juxta Kempsey ; 
Old Swinford; Ombersley ; Pershore 
(two): Pinvin; Priors Hardwick: 


Priors Marston; Ripple; Rodmell ; 
Runham ; St. Marylebone ; St. Pancras 
(two) ; Sandon (two) ; Skillington (two) ; 
Snitterby; Snitterfield ; Southam ; Spetch- 
ley with Warndon; Stanford Rivers ; 
Stanwell; Stibbington cum Sibson; 
Stockton ; Stoke in Coventry; Stone; 
Stourbridge ; Stretton on Fosse ; Studley ; 
Swavesey ; Thorpe Abbotts; Toft 
Monks ; Tredington ; Upton on Severn ; 
Upton Warren; Uxbridge; Ventnor 
(two); Walsgrave; Walton d’Eivile ; 
Warwick (two) ; Wasperton ; Waterbeach 
(two); West Bromwich; West Derby 
(two); West Drayton ; Weston ; Which- 
ford ; Wichenford ; Wick ; Wickhamford ; 
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Wickham Market ; Witley ; 
Woburn Sands (two); Wolverley ; 
Wolverton ; Wootton Wawen ; Worcester 
(four) ; Wribbenhall; and, Wychbold ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Questions. 
Wilden ; 


MERCHANDISE MARKS BILL. 
Petition from Birmingham, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL. 
Petition from Birmingham, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY. 
Petition from Great Grimsby, for 
prohibition ; to lie upon the Table. 


WAGES BOARDS BILL, 
Petition from Birmingham, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
BOARD OF EDUCATION (SPECIAL 
REPORTS). 

Copy presented, of Special Reports on 
Educational Subjects, Vol. 16, School 
Training for the Home Duties of Women. 
Part IL. Belgium, Sweden, Norway, Den- 
mark, Switzerland, and France [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


ALIENS ACT, 1905, 

Copy presented, of Return of Alien 
Passengers brought to the United King- 
dom from Ports in Europe or within the 
Mediterranean Sea during the three 
months ending March 31st, 1906, together 
with the number of Expulsion Orders 
made during that period requiring Aliens 
to leave the United Kingdom [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


ULTIMUS H.ERES (SCOTLAND) 
(ACCOUNT AND LIST OF ESTATES). 
Keturn presented, relative thereto 

[ordered May 7th; Wr. McKenna]; to 

lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 161.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3979 to 3581 [hy Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
No. 649 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

NEW WRIT. 

New Writ for the Borough of Camber- 
well (Dulwich Division), in the room 
of Dr. Frederick Rutherfoord Harris 
(Chiltern Hundreds). — (Sir Alexander 
Acland-Hood.) 


PURCHASE INSPECTORS (IRELAND). 
Return ordered, “ showing (1) names of 
Inspectors on behalf of the Estates Com- 
missioners ; (2) date of original appoint- 
ment ; (3) date upon which appointment 
expires; (4) age on appointment; (5) 
residence at time of appointment; (6) 
locality in which practical experience of 
land was acquired ; (7) where educated ; 
(8) previous occupation ; (9) acreage of 
land farmed ; (10) whether held as owner 
or tenant; (11) what other experience 
in agriculture ; and (12) what experience 
in valuing, mapping, and surveying.”— 


(Ur. Ginnell.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Irish Postal Assistants—Religious 
Qualification. 

Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N.): To 
ask the Postmaster-General if it is with 
his sanction and approval that certain 
[rish postmasters, when advertising for 
assistants, stipulate that applicants must 
be Roman Catholics. 


(Answered by Mr, Sydney Buxton.) I 
have no knowledge of any such adver- 
tisements as those referred to by the hon. 
Member, but if he will give particulars I 
will make inquiry. 


Winton Sub-Post Office, Bournemouth. 

Sir ROBERT HOBART (Hampshire, 
New Forest): To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether, in view of the fact 
that the subpostmastership of Winton, 
Journemouth, is now vacant, and in con- 
sideration of the large amount of work 
performed at that office, he will consider 
the question of putting it on the head 
office scale of the establishment ; and if 
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he will state what are the emoluments of 
the position, and how many applications 
have been received for the vacancy. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) It 
is considered that the circumstances do 
not at present justify the post office at 
Winton, Bournemouth, being constituted 
a salaried sub-office. According to the 
latest returns the gross emoluments at- 


taching to the sub-postmastership will be | a 
| Provision for the F amane-4 


about £237 a year. Up to the present 
time two applications for the sub-post- 
mastership have reached me. 


Postal Sorting Allowances. 

Mr. J. P,. NANNETTI (Dublin,College 
Green) : To ask the Postmaster-General, 
having regard to the fact that the ex- 
periment of town sorting and stamping 
by postmen which is now being made in 
several towns in England has been in 
successful operation in Dublin for years, 
if he will be good enough to extend the 
allowances to all the men performing 
those duties in that office. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) The 
old system of allowances was abolished in 
1897, following the recommendations of 
the Tweedmouth Committee, but the 
whole Question is at present under con- 
sideration. 


Englishmen and Foreigners in Natal. 
Mr. MYER (Lambeth, N.): To ask 


the Under-Secretary of State for the | 


Colonies whether he can state what. pro- 
portion of the white population of Natal 
is of British origin ; and what proportion 
is composed of German, Dutch, Italian and 
other nationalities who hail from the 
borders of the Adriatic. 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill), Accord- 
ing to the last Census figures, out of 
97,109 Europeans over 74 per cent. were 
of English, Scotch, or Irish origin ; nearly 
13 per cent. of South African Dutch 
origin ; and the remainder include nearly 
5 per cent. of Germans, ‘38 per cent. 
Dutch, 37 per cent. Italians, and similar 
small percentages of other nationalities, 


Passive Resisters. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington) : To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he will state the 
number of passive resisters in England 
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Questions. 


| during the year 1905 ; and what was the 
amount of money involved. 

| (Answered by Mr. Secretary-Gladstone.) 
Iam not in possession of any information 
on this point, and do not know of any 
/means ky which it could be accurately 
obtained. There is no legal distinction 
| between a passive resister and an ordinary 
rate defaulter. 


Discharge of 
the Duties of Deceased Recorders. 


Mr. ADKINS (Lancashire, Middleton) : 


To ask the Secretary of State for the 


Home Department whether he is aware 
that, owing to the death of the Recorder 
of Grimsby, on the &th of April, two 
days before the day fixed by him for the 
holding of the quarter sessions, the 
deputy he had duly appointed could not 
legally sit, and in consequence the sessions 
were adjourned for a month by the 
mayor, and seventeen prisoners were 
remanded in custody to Hull prison ; and 
whether, seeing that there is no statutory 
provision for the temporary discharge of 
the duties of a deceased recorder, pending 
the appointment of a permanent successor, 
‘the Government will initiate legislation 
to supply the want and to prevent the 
delay of justice, and the public incon- 
venience caused by the present state of 
the law. 


(Answered by Ur, Secretary Gladstone.) | 
/am aware of the facts stated, and | have 
already a bill in draft to meet similar 
contingencies in future, which will, | 
hope, be introduced at an early date. 


The Albert Hall Demonstration. 

Mr. NIELD (Middlesex, Ealing): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he has given, or is aware 
of any special instructions having been 
issued, to the Metropolitan police, and, 
if so, by whom, to prevent any overflow 
meeting or demonstration in the neigh- 
bourhood of the Albert Hall on Friday 
evening next, on the occasion of the 
Church of England meeting called to 
protest against the Education Bill; if so, 
what are the nature of such special in- 
structions, and why they should have 
been especially applied in regard to this 
meeting. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
No special instructions have been given 








C 





1145 (uwestions. 


to the police for dealing with an overflow 
meeting on Friday evening; and the 
police are not aware that there will be 
any organised demonstration outside the 
Albert Hall. 


St. Helena asa Naval Depot. 

Mr. RIDSDALE (Brighton): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether, 
in view of the strategical importance of 
St. Helena, and the approaching with- 
drawal of its military garrison, steps will 
be taken to establish a naval depot there. 


(duswered by Mr Edmund Robertson.) 
The Answer is in the negative. 


Non provided Schools—Value of Provision 
of School House, etc. 

Mr MOND (Chester): To ask the 
President of the Board of Education 
whether he can state what is the esti- 
mated amount of expenditure contributed 
by the managers of non-provided schools, 
by their providing a school building and 
doing the repairs thereof, per scholar on 
the register, 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I have no 
figures in my possession which enable me 
to reply to the hon. Member’s Question. 


Expenditure on Elementary Education. 

Mr. MOND: To ask the President of 
the Board of Education whether he can 
state what is the average sum expended 
on elementary education per scholar in 
non-provided schools, and how much of 
such sum is provided from ‘Treasury 
grants and how much by rates. 


(Answered by Mr Birrell.) Previous to 
the Act of 1902 coming into force grants 
irom the Imperial Exchequer to voluntary 
schools were paid to the managers, and 
Statistics as to the total amount of grant 
paid were therefore available. Since the 
Act of 1902 local authorities have been 
responsible for the maintenance of council 
and voluntary schools alike; only one 
account is kept of the receipts and 
expenditure, and no separate figures are 
available as to the amounts received on 
behalf of one or other class of schools. 


Religious Instruction in Secondary 
Schools. 


Mr. LEHMANN _ (Leicestershire, 
Market Harborough) : To ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Education what 
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restrictions, if any, with regard to the 
religious denomination of pupils or 
teachers and public control over the 
management at present exist in the 
secondary schools recognised as eligibie 
for grants by the Board; whether a 
local authority is allowed in the allocation 
of its grants of aid to distinguish between 
such schools on the ground of religion ; 
and whether the Government contem- 
plates, by legislation or otherwise, to 
secure that after a certain date grants 
shall be given only to schools in which 
there is no denominational disqualifiea- 
tion of teachers or pupils, and which are 
subject to popular control. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) So far as 
concerns the Boara’s regulations for the 
Parliamentary grants in respect of 
secondary schools (i.) no school is eligible 
unless it admits day scholars freely upon 
a full conscience clause, and (ii.) no 
restrictions of any kind are laid down in 
regard to the teaching staff except that 
of educational efficiency; while (iii.) 
each school must have a governing body 
constituted ina manner approved by the 
Board upun which in the majority of 
cases there is some representation of the 
local authority, though this is not yet 
laid down as an invariable condition in 
the regulations. (iv.) With the excep- 
tion above named the current regulations 
of the Board, being drawn in conformity 
with the principles of existing legislation, 
do not restrict the Exchequer grants to 
such secondary schools as have no de- 
nominational or undenominational _ re- 
strictions upon pupils or staif; and 
schools of very varying types in this 
respect, some with and some without the 
characteristics referred to, are at present 
on the list of State-aided secondary 
schools. As regards grants in aid of 
secondary schools from the rates or the 
local taxation fund, a local authority is 
precluded by Section 4 (1) of the Act of 
1902 from requiring “ that any particular 
form of religious instruction or worship, 
or any religious catechism or formulary 
which is distinctive of any particular de- 
nomination shall or shall not be taught, 
used, or practised in any school, college, 
or hostel] aided but not provided by the 
council.” [am not aware of any other 
religious distinctions which a local 
authority is statutorily precluded from 
making. The suggested policy referred 
to in the third paragraph of the Question, 
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which raises problems of grave impor- 
tance and would have far-reaching effects, 
has been receiving the serious attention 
of His Majesty’s Government. In this 
connection it must be noted that local 
authorities have as yet themselves pro- 
vided secondary schools to a_ very 
limited extent, and in many cases show 
great reluctance to incur rate expenditure 
in this direction, and the large number of 
efficient secondary schools which would 
be affected by the proposal are in nearly 
all cases greatly needed at present for 
the supply of secondary education in 
their respective districts. I am, therefore, 
not yet prepared to state that they could, 
without either imposing a burden on the 
ratepayers which they are apparently 
unwilling to accept or without inflicting 
too serious a loss to our existing educa- 
tional provision be henceforth deprived 
of those public moneys upon which 
depends in almost all cases their effici- 
ency, and in many their very existence. 
And this is the case, whether it be a 
question merely of the cessation of the 
Parliamentary grants, which is a matter 
of departmental regulation, or further of 
the prohibition of all local grants in aid 
which would of course require legisla- 
tion. I may add that the number of 
secondary schools which, taking — last 
year’s figures, are subject to full popular 
control and presumably have no denomi- 
national disqualification for teachers or 
pupils, is, I believe, not more than eighty 
schools out of the total of some 500 
Stute-aided secondary schools, as far as 
England (apart from Wales) is concerned, 
and, so long as this is the case, any 
Minister responsible for the secondary 
education of this country must deliberate 
very seriously before adopting the policy 
to which, but for these difficulties, he 
might unhesitatingly adhere. 


(Juestions. 


Customs Chemical Assistants. 

Mr. HOUSTON (Liverpool, West 
Toxteth): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether he is aware that on 
the imposition of the sugar duties in 
1901 a number of men who do not ho!d 
certificates from the Civil Service Com- 
missioners were introduced temporarily 
into the Customs Branch of the Govern- 
ment Laboratory and have since been 
employed on duties directly connected 
with the assessment of revenue ; whether 
these temporary chemical assistants are 
officers of Customs within the meaning 
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of the Customs Consolidated Act and 


Questions. 


regulations of the Department; and 
whether he is prepared to state if and 
when their services can be dispensed 
with, 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) On the 
imposition of the sugar duties in 1901] 
the Treasury, in order to meet the 
extreme pressure of analytical work, 
sanctioned the employment in the 
Customs Branch of the Government 
Laboratory of a number of non-pension- 
able chemical assistants. These assistants 
have not been employed on the duties of 


Customs officers under The Customs 
Consolidation Act, 1876, but have 
worked under the supervision of a 


superior established officer of the Govern- 
ment Laboratory, who has been respon- 
sible for the assessment of the duty, 
Though not holding certificates from the 
Civil Service Commissioners some of 
these non-pensionable chemical assistants 
are in possession of University degrees in 
science, and all are fully competent for 
the duties they are called upon to dis- 
charge. Six of them are now employed, 
and the number is in course of gradual 
reduction. 


Testing Work at the National Physical 
Laboratory. 

Mr. W. PEARCE (Tower Hamlets, 
Limehouse) : To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether commercial _ tests, 
chemical or physical, are being under- 
taken at the National Physical Labora- 
tory, or are included in the circular of 
charges of the laboratory; and, if so, 
whether such competition with private 
practitioners will be stopped, as being 
contrary to the recommendations of the 
Treasury Committee in 1898 and to the 
declared objects of the laboratory. 


(Answered hy Mr. McKenna.) Except 
for Government work and for some few 
special cases which come individually 
before the Committee, chemical analyses 
are only undertaken by the National 
Physical Laboratory when required to 
elucidate some physical or mechanical 
question under investigation. The aver- 
age number of chemical tests of all kinds 
during the past three years has been 
thirty-nine. The number of physical 
tests made and of instruments tested has 
averaged nearly 30,000. Physical tests, 
including tests on instruments, are 
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undertaken in accordance with the 
recommendation of the Treasury Com- 
mittee of 1898 establishing the laboratory 
as a public institution “ for standardising 
and verifying instruments, for testing 
materials, and for the determination of 
physical constants.” The members of 


the Treasury Committee with one ex- | 


ception became original members of the 
Executive Committee, and they have 
been careful to keep their work within 
the terms of the Report. The Committee 
are fully prepared to consider any com- 
plaints which may be made as to the 
nature of the testing work done and 
their rates of charges. 


House of Commons Procedure. 

Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.): To ask 
the right hon. Member for East Wolver- 
hampton, as Chairman of the Select 
Committee on Procedure, whether he 
can now state how soon he expects to 
circulate the proposed suggestions for 
consideration, and when he_ proposes 
to convene the Committee for the 
resumption of work, 


(Answered by Sir Henry Fowler.) The 
proposed suggestions for consideration 
have already been circulated, and a 
meeting of the Committee convened for 
Thursday the 10th instant. 


Pay of Labourer Employed by Post Office 
. at Bolton. 

Mr. GILL (Bolton) : To ask the Post- 
master-General if he is aware that a 
labourer, twenty-six years of age, is 
employed in the postal telegraphs con- 
struction department at Bolton at a wage 
of 1s. per week of fifty-four hours ; and 
Whether he is prepared to issue instruc- 
tions that the minimum wage for adult 
workers shall be not less than the amount 
hitherto paid by the department, viz., 24s. 


(fuseered by Mr, Sydney Burton.) I 
regret that I am not in a position to 
aswer the hon. Member’s Question 
to-day, as the inquiries which are being 
made are not yet completed. I will, how- 
ever, communicate the reply shortly. 


Married Women’s Liability. 

Sin SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 
W.): To ask Mr. Attorney - General 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the decision of the House of Lords 
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on March 26th in the case of Paquin 
v. Beauclerk (formerly Holden); and 
whether, in view of the importance of the 
decision to the trading community and 
the necessity shown for amending the 
law with regard to married women’s 
liability, legislation will be introduced 
for the purpose of compelling a married 
woman, when purchasing goods, to dis- 
close whether she is acting as princ‘pal 
or agent. 


(Answered by Sir Lawson Walton.) Iv 
is not likely that time can be found tuis 
session for dealing with such a question, 
but there is a Bill now in the House 
of Lords for the amendment of the 
Married Women’s Property Act, and 
there will be opportunity when that Bill 
reaches this House for the hon. Member 
to take such steps as he thinks fit. 


Crown and Quit Rents in Ireland. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the exact terms under which the 
Crown and quit rents were levied in 
Ireland, and to what purpose the money 
was to be applied ; whether he can state 
the total amount so realised and how it 
has been expended 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) The 
quit, ete., rents payable to the Crown in 
Ireland are reserved in the ancient 
grants of lands made by the Crown. 
They are collected by the Commissioners 
of His Majesty’s Woods under the Crown 
Lands Acts. The purchase moneys for 
quit, ete., rents sold have been merged 
in the capital of the Crown Land 
Revenues of the United Kingdom, and 
the surplus income has been annually 
paid into the Imperial Exchequer. The 
last Return, made to the House of Lords, 
of purchase moneys received was for 
eight years up to March 51st, 1905, and 
the amount was £113,725 12s. 3d. The 
accounts for the subsequent year are not 
yet complete. The quit, ete., rents now 
payable to the Crown amount to about 
£32,700 per annum. 


Sale of Mrs. G. C. P. Mahon:s Estate at 
Strokestown. 
Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he will call the attention 
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of the Estates Commissioners to the | 
manner in which the Land Purchase Act. 


of 1903 is tried to be administered in the 
sale of Mrs. Grace C. P. Mahon’s estate, 
Strokestown, in getting her direct tenants 
to sign purchase agreements for houses 
and plots of land in the occupation of 
sub-tenants, thereby depriving the ten- 
ants in occupation of reductions given to 
direct tenants since May Ist, 1905, in 
not providing sub-tenants with turbary 
and plots of jand in or convenient to the 
town, and in allowing landlords, large 
graziers, and eleven months men_ to 
sign purchase agreements for the land 
convenient to the town, which should 
have been divided and given to the 
householders of the town; and whether 
he will request the Estates Commissioners 
to put in operation Section 15 of the 
Land Act, 1903, and not to accept the 
imiddle owners’ payments as interest or 
otherwise in respect of such purchase 
agreements, 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 am 
informed by the Estates Commissioners 
that 172 agreements to purchase holdings 
on this estate were lodged with them on 
April 25th. The question of the rights 
of sub-tenants will be dealt with by the 
Commissioners after the report of the 
inspector has been received, and with 
due regard to Section 15, The method 
in which the landlord has dealt with 
untenanted land, and the question of mak. 
ing advances applied for by newly created 
tenants, will also be duly considered. 
Until these cases have been ruled on, the 
Commissioners consider that the interest 
payable under the agreements lodged 
must be collected. 


Application of Thomas Doona for 
Reinstatement. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, $8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the application for 
reinstatement by Thomas Doona, on the 
Blennerhassett estate, near Killorglin, has 
been received by the Estates Commis- 
sioners ; and whether they will take early 
steps to have it carried into effect. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that they have 
not received the application in question. 
lf such an application should he made to 
them, they will consider it in due course. 
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Sale of Faulkner’s Estate, Springhill, 
Queen’s County. 

Mr. HAMMOND (Carlow): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, is he aware that in 
respect of the Faulkner’s estate, Spring. 
hill, Queen’s County, the landlord, the 
legatees of Fisher, and the tenant came 
to an agreement in February, 1905, as to 
terms of sale and purchase of this pro- 
perty, and that the tenants were informed 
by Mr. Wilson, representing the Estates 
Commissioners, that he himself and the 
landlord were quite satistied with that 
agreement ; and, as no progress has been 
made in this matter, will he state what 
has been the cause of this delay and when 
the condition of sale will be detinitely 
settled. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 am in- 
formed by the Estates Commissioners 
that the estate in question is for sale in 
the Land Judge’s Court, and that they 
issued a request under Section 7 of the 
Act of 1903 in regard to it. The Com- 
missioners have had the estate inspected, 
but owing to certain legal  difticulties 
they have not yet been able to make an 
offer for purchase. The Commissioners 
expect to be in a position shortly to 
make an offer. 


System of Alloting First Commissions in 
the Royal Field Artillery and the 
Royal Engineers. 

Mr. BRODIE (Surrey, Reigate): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will state on what grounds 
are first commissions in the Royal Field 
Artillery allotted according to a different 
system from that in force in allotting 
first commissions in the Royal Engineers, 
or vice versa. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary TTaldune.) 
The commissions in the Royal Engineers 
are allotted to cadets in the order in 
which they pass out of the academy, 
assuming that the highest on the list 
elect for the Royal Engineers. The re- 
mainder of the cadets get Royal Artillery 
commissions, the selection for Field 
Artillery being made according to the 
marks obtained in the subjects of Field 
Artillery drill, riding, and horsemaster- 
ship. ‘This system is the result of very 
careful consideration, and would appear to 
wovide the most suitable officers for the 


Field Artillery. 
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Promotion to Warrant Rank in the Royal 
Artillery. 
CapTAIN FABER (Hampshire, An- 


dover): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether the method of pro- 
motion to warrant rank in the Royal 
Horse Artillery and the Royal Field 
Artillery could be amended by making 
the seniority list for promotion date 


from day of promotion to sergeant instead | 


of to staffsergeant ; and whether he is 
aware that, at present, amongst corporals 
in different brigades promoted to the 
rank of sergeant on the same day (Janu- 
ary Ist, 1898), one became statt-sergeant 
on January Ist, 1903, and another on 
January 1st, 1906, their characters being 
equal, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
Promotion to warrant rank is made from 
the rolls of stati-sergeants in order of 
seniority to battery statf-sergeant. Until 
January Ist, 1906, promotion to battery 
stafl-sergeant was carried out in brigades, 
and necessarily the rate of promotion 
fluctuated. On the above date the 
system was changed, and promotion was 
made from one roll of sergeants in the 
United Kingdom, one in South Africa, 
and one in India, This will make the 
rate of promotion more uniform in future, 
and will practically make promotion to 
staffsergeants date from promotion to 
sergeant. As regards the last part of 
the Question, the facts are as stated, and 
under the old system these occurrences 
were unavoidable. 


History of the Boer War. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether he can state the 
amount of money granted for the 
compilation of an authentic history of the 
Boer War; and whether he can state 
how far the work has progressed, and 
When it is expected it will be published. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
It is estimated that the cost of the official 
History of the South African War will 
have amounted from first to last to at 
least £27,000 ; of this sum the amount 
expended up to March 31st, 1906, was 
about £22,000. 
will be profits from its sale which have 
not been and cannot be estimated. The 
first volume will probably be out by 
midsummer, the second and 


third 


Against this sum there | 
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volumes about the end of the year, and 
the concluding volume in 1907. 


(Questions. 


Cost of Fixing Fog Signal on Isle of Rona. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : 
Board of 
Trade if he will state the estimated cost 
of establishing a light and fog signal on 
the island of Rona, 39 miles north-east 
of the Butt of Lewis. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) 1 am 
informed by the Commissioners of 
Northern Lighthouses that they estimate 
the cost of establishing a light and fog 
signal on the island of North Rona at 
£20,000 roughly. 


Foreign Crew of Steamer “ Blythville” 
Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brough): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if he is aware that the 
steamer “ Blythville” is almost entirely 
manned by a crew composed of Spaniards 
as sailors and firemen, and whether he is 
aware that those Spaniards are unable to 
speak and understand the English 
language ; whether he will make inquiries 
with regard to this matter on the arrival 
of the “ Blythville” at Dunston, New- 
castle-on-Tyne, at which port the vessel 
is expected to arrive on Tuesday 8th 
May ; and will he state what action he 
proposes to take. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyl-George.) In- 
quiries are being made in the case to 
which the hon. Member refers. When I 
come in possession of all the facts I will 
consider what, if any, action should be 
taken. 


Train Arrangements at Castleblayney. 

Mr. McKEAN (Monaghan, S.): To 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
if, having regard to the inconvenience 
caused to traders and other persons from 
Culleville attending markets and fairs in 
Castleblayney, which is the nearest town, 
as also having regard to the loss ocea- 
sioned to Castleblayney by reason of the 
present defective train service, he will 
make representations to the Great 
Northern Railway Company of Ireland 
as will induce them to stop at least on 
Wednesdays the train that passes 
Culleville soon after three o'clock, as 
under existing arrangements people from 
the last-mentioned town attending 
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markets and fairs in Castleblayney have | 
barely an hour for transacting their | 
business. 


Questions. 
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Royal Naval College, Osborne. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) ; I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 


‘if he will state how many cadets have 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) The | 
Board of Trade have no statutory powers 
in this matter, but | am sending a copy 
of the hon. Member's Question to the 
railway company for any observations 
they may wish to offer thereon, and I 
will cause the hon. Member to be com- 
municated with on receipt of the 
company’s reply. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


German Naval Expenditure. 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the official figures published by 
the Admiralty of German naval expendi- 
ture include pensions; and whether he 
will state the increase or decrease of the 
gross Estimates for the two countries 
since 1903-4, excluding the non-effective 
Vote for pensions in each case. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. EpMuND Ropertson, Dun- 
dee): The figures given for the German 
naval expenditure in Parliamentary 
Papers 155 and 299, of session 1905, to 
which it is assumed the hon. Member 
refers, do not include pensions, The 
increase or decrease of the gross Esti- 
mates for the two countries since 1903-4, 
excluding the non-effective Votes for 
pensions in each case, is as follows :— 

Germany. 
£ 
1904-5 Decrease 298,434 (actual). 
1905-6 Increase 1,322,110 (estimated). 
1906-7 Increase 975,183 do. 


Great Britain. 
£ 
1904-5 Increase 997,959 (actual). 
1905-6 Decrease 3,467,844 (estimated), 
1906-7 Decrease 1,321,438 do, 


The figures given for Great Britain 
are exclusive of outlay under the Naval 
Works Loan, but include the annuities 
for repayment of loan expenditure. 


| been transferred to other offices. 


been selected for training at the Royal 
Naval College, Osborne, since the college 
was established ; in how many instances 
parents or guardians have been required 
to withdraw cadets on account of the 
inability of such youths to show satis- 
factory progress in such training ; and, 
having regard to the fact that such cadets 
were originally examined and passed by 
a Board of Admiralty, will he state in 
what way parents or guardians have been 
compensated for their expenditure on 
uniform and training. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : 588 
cadets have been appointed for training 
at the Royal Naval College, Osborne, 
since the college was opened in Septem- 
ber, 1903, of which number forty-three 
have been withdrawn on account of 
unsatisfactory progress. Parents enter 
their sons under the condition that if 
satisfactory progress is not made they are 
to be withdrawn. 


Accountant-General’s Department 
(Admiralty)—Second Division Clerks. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 

to the Admiralty, having regard to the 
fact that the clerks on the second division 
of the Accountant-General’s Department 
of the Admiralty have been reduced trom 
120 to sixty-four, will he state whether 
any of these clerks have been drafted to 
other offices; and, if any, how many ; 
and, seeing that this Vote shows a new 
charge of £13,442 for salaries of 151 
accountant clerks (hired), will he state 
from what source these hired clerks have 
been obtained; how many have been 
selected who have not passed a Civil 
Service examination; and why the 
examination rule has been departed from. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
authorised reduction of second division 
clerks is from 148 in the Estimates for 
1905-6 to ninety in the Estimates for 
1906-7. Of those thus rendered _re- 
dundant eight have, up to the present, 
The 
hired accountant clerks now serying have 
been obtained from various sources. 
None have passed a Civil Service examina 
tion for entry into this particular grade, 
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but a certain number passed the examina- 
tion for boy clerk. As the new class is 
not on the establishment, no examination 
is considered necessary. 


H.MS. ‘‘ Actzon”—Pollution of the 
Medway. 

Mr. MORTON (Sutherland): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether, in view of the fact that H.M.S, 
“« Acton,” with about 300 men on board, 
has been for some months past moored 
near Stangate Creek, in the river 
Medway, and is being used as a torpedo 
school, he will say if the Lords of the 
Admiralty have received representations 
from various sanitary authorities and 
other bodies pointing out the danger to 
public health involved by the discharged 
of sewage from this vessel for so long a 
period ; and, having regard to the close 
proximity of oyster layings, what steps 
the Lords of the Admiralty intend to take 
to obviate or minimise such danger. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The 
Admiralty have received representations 
on this subject, and after careful con- 
sideration have decided that the removal 
of the vessel from her present station is 
unnecessary. Instructions have, however, 
heen issued that the discharge of sewage 
is to be so regulated as to obviate the 
danger referred to. 


Admiralty—Printing and Stationery 
Vote. 

Mr. BELLAIRS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury to what causes 
he attributes the increase in the Vote for 
stationery and printing for the Admiralty, 
in Class 7, Vote 1, from £73,299 in 
1901-2 to £117,774 in 1904-5 ; whether 
he can give the expenditure under this 
heading for 1905-6; and whether this 
matter is one which will be dealt with 
hy the Committee on Stationery. 


Tur FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. McKenna 
Monmouthshire, N.): The chief causes of 
this large increase appear to be the re- 
organisation of the fleet, involving the 


re-casting of a great quantity of forms, | 


an expansion in the number of manuals 


{8 May 1906} 
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previously obtained. The expenditure 
for 1905-6 was about £110,000. The 
subject is not within the terms of refer- 
ence to the Select Committee on Govern: 
ment Publications, but it is occupying 
the attention of the Boards both of the 
Treasury and of the Admiralty who hope 
to be able to effect economies. 


Military Maneuvres. 

Mason RENTON (Lincolnshire, Gains- 
borough): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he can state, with reference 
to the coming military exercises in Sussex, 
what public and private bodies, if any, 
objected to their being held there, and 
on what grounds they objected ; and the 
names of the private individuals, if any, 
that objected, and the grounds of their 
objections, 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HALDANE, Haddington) : 


Objections were received from the East 
Sussex Farmers’ Club and the Parish 
Councils at Patcham, Alfreston, and Ben- 
nington, but no grounds were stated. A 
petition from a number of owners, lessees, 
and occupiers was forwarded by the Earl 
of Chichester, setting forth the grounds of 
objection, the chief of which were that 
the Manceuvres Act was not intended to 
provide for training for three months, 
and that the land selected was unsuitable 
for such manceuvres owing to the sheep 
and to special agricultural conditions. I 
subsequently received a deputation on 
the subject, and I am glad to say, in order 
to meet the views set before me, was able 
to reduce the period for the manceuvres 
from three months to one month, this to 
be selected by the local authorities. 


Rights of Natives in South Africa. 

Mr. MYER (Lambeth, N.): I beg to 
-ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether our fellow subjects, 
natives of India and also the natives of 
Natal, are precluded from holding lands 
or properties, and from the pursuit of 
various trading industries, and also from 
| possessing civil rights ; and, if so, whether 
| he proposes to take any steps to secure 
their being placed on the same footing 
as British residents. 


and intelligence publications generally, a | 


large addition to the number of Admiralty | 


committees, and the substitution of the 


supply of stationery in kind for the | 


system of allowances in lieu which has 


THe UNDER - SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror THE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): The 


| hon. Member has omitted to specify to 
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what part of the world his Question is 
intended to apply ; and if I am to assume 
that it is South Africa that he has in 
view, I am still left in doubt concerning 
which State or States he seeks informa- 
tion. The laws which impose disquali- 
fications of different characters on natives 
of India and upon South African 
aboriginals vary considerably in the 
Cape Colony, Natal, the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colonies, Rhodesia, and 
Zululand, and it would be idle for me to 
attempt to satisfy the hon, Gentleman 
until I know more definitely what his 
wishes are. 


Questions. 


Mr. MYER: It is a case of “ termino- 
logical inexactitude.” 


Maori Land Settlement Act. 

Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Black- 
pool): I beg to ask the Prime Minister 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the provisions of the Maori Land 
Settlement Act passed by the New 
Zealand Legislature in 1905 ; and whether, 
in view of the provisions of the Treaty 
of Waitangi, concluded in 1840 between 
the Crown and the Maori chiefs of New 
Zealand, he proposes to advise the Crown 
to exercise its right of veto. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The right hon. 
Gentleman has asked me to reply to this 
Question. The Secretary of State has 
carefully considered the Act and has seen 
no reason to advise His Majesty to exer- 
cise his powers of disallowance with 
respect to it. It appears to involve no 
infraction of the Treaty of Waitangi. 
It passed the Second and -Third Readings 
without a division in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which contains four Maori 
members. The only Maori member who 
spoke on the Third Reading supported 


the Bill. 


Mr. ASHLEY: Is it not the fact that 
when New Zealand was granted a Con- 
stitution in 1852 power over these Maori 
lands was expressly reserved to the 
Crown ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I can only say 
that in the opinion of the advisers of the 
Secretary of State the Bill which passed 
through the New Zealand Legislature 
involves no infraction of the Treaty. It 
gave no dissatisfaction whatever to the 
Maoris. 
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House of Representatives supported it, 
and the only one who spoke complained 
that it did not go far enough. 


Mr. ASHLEY: Will the hon. Gentle- 


man look further into the Question ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: If any further 


/Question is put the matter shall be 


further investigated. 


Bagdad Railway—Turkish Customs 
Duties. 
*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) ; 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State tor 
Foreign Affairs whether, since one 
reason for the late Government’s refusal 


‘in 1903 to co-operate officially in the 


construction of the so-called Bagdad 


| Railway was the desire of the Turkish 


| Government to increase 


the Customs 
duties from 8 per cent. to 11 per cent., 
and to pledge such increase 
guarantee of interest on the requisite 


as a 


‘capital, His Majesty’s Government has 


consented to this increase of the Turkish 
duties; whether this increase is to be 
used as a kilometric guarantee, in whole 
or in part, towards the construction of 
the Bagdad Railway as already con 
structed or projected; whether His 
Majesty’s Government is obtaining any 
substantial concession from the Turkish 
Government in return for consenting to 
this increase in the Customs duties; and 
whether the Turkish or German Govern- 
ments, or any financial group, — has 
requested His Majesty’s Government to 
reconsider the refusal to co-operate in the 


i construction of the Bagdad Railway or to 


The Maori members in the | 


provide a terminus upon the Persian 
Gulf ; and, if so, whether the results may, 
if no sufticient objection exists, be 
communicated to the House, 


Tut SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir EpwarpGrey, 
Northumberland, Berwick): His Majesty's 
Government have not, as yet, consented 
to the proposed increase in the ‘Turkish 
Customs duties. As to the conditions on 
which they are prepared to do so, [ would 
refer the hon. Member to the reply which 
Lam giving to a Question from the hon. 
Member for the Ripon Division of York- 
shire on this subject.+ ‘The question of 
the Bagdad Railway has not recently been 
brought before His Majesty’s Government 
officially from any quarter. 


+ See next Question and Answer. 
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Mr. LYNCH (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Ripon): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether any 
negotiations are at present pending or 
contemplated between His Majesty’s 
Government and the Porte for an increase 
in the Customs duties on British goods 
imported into Turkey as fixed by treaty ; 
and whether, in view of the fact that the 
great preponderance of the import trade 
into Turkey is in British and Indian 
hands, he will ascertain the views of the 
representatives of that trade before 
sanctioning any such increase. 


sin EDWARD GREY: Negotiations 
with regard to the conditions on which His 
Majesty’s Government can assent to an 
increase in the Turkish Customs duties 
have been in progress for some time. 
Throughout these negotiations — the 
preponderating importance of British 
trale with Turkey and the views of 
representatives of that trade have been 
fully borne in mind. We have been in 
consultation with the Board of Trade, 
and the Embassy at Constantinople is 
fully informed of the special points to 
whick importance is attached. 


Ottoman Railway to Mekka. 

Mr. LYNCH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he can give the House any 
information as to the progress of the 
Ottoman railway from Syria to Mekka ; 
whether a branch line is in process of 
construction from that railway — to 
Akabah ; and, if so, from what point ; 
whether he has any official information 
showing that from 4,000 to 5,000 
Turkish troops are concentrated at 
Medauara, about 100 miles south-east of 
Akabah ; and whether instructions have 
heen issued by the Turkish authorities 
that no British subject is to be employed 
in any capacity on the railway, German 
surveyors and officials being already so 
employed. 


Sr EDWARD GREY: We under- 
stand that the line has been completed as 
far south as Medauara, and that the 
next section to The abouk, 120 kilometres, 
is expected to be in working order in the 
course of this year. The “branch from 
—s wa to Akabah has been surveyed, 
but the constriction is believed to have 
heen temporarily suspended. We have 


no official information as to the concen- | 


{8 May 1906} 
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tration of Turkish troops in the 
neigbourhood of Medauara. We are not 
aware that any instructions have been 
issued by the Turkish authorities in the 
sense suggested. 


El Arish—-Removal of Boundary Pillars. 


Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 


if he can state what report was brought 
back from El Arish by His Majesty’s 
Ship “ Minerva” with reference to the 
alleged removal of boundary pillars by 


Turkish troops; and whether he can 
make any statement as to the general 
progress of the negotiations between 


the Turkish and Egyptian Governments. 


Sin EDWARD GREY: The Captain 
of His Majesty's Ship “ Minerva” 
reported that the boundary pillars had 
been removed, and some Egyptian 
telegraph pole s in Egyptian territory had 
been replaced by others. 


Prison Officials’ Pay. 

Mr. LEA (St. Pancras, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he has 
received a petition from the officers 
employed in His Majesty's local prisons, 
complaining of the difference between the 
rates of pay existing in the subordinate 
ranks of the convict and local prisons ; 
whether he is aware that assistant 
warders in these prisons are obliged to 
commence their duties at a wage of 23s. a 
week, with ap annual increment of 45d. 
a week to a maximum of 26s., and in the 
case of warders a minimum of 27s, ad- 
vancing to a maximum of 30s.; and 
whether, considering the hours and the 
character of the duties of these men, he 
will consider the advisability of giving 
them increased remuneration. 
SECRETARY or STATE ror 

DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Leeds, W.): I must refer 
the hon. Member to the Answer I gave 
yesterday to the hon. Member for Sun- 
derlandt, which was to the effect that 
this Question will receive my most 
careful consideration. 


*THE 
THE HOME 


Metropolitan Police. 
Mr. LEA: I beg to ask the Secretary 
State for the Home Department 
f - See 2 Col | 979. 


ot 
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whether he has received an appeal on 
behalf of the Metropolitan Police asking 
that they should be allowed at least one 
day’s rest in every week; and whether, 
in view of the duties this body of public 
servants have to discharge in the Metro- 
polis, he is prepared to concede this 
claim. 


*Mr.GLADSTONE: I fear [can only 
refer the hon. Member to the Answer I 
gave yesterday to the hon. Member for 
Brixtont, to the effect that this privilege | 
cannot be granted, as it would involve 
an additional expenditure of about 
£150,000 a year, 


Questions. 


Mr. LEA: Cannot they be given a 
fortnight’s holiday yearly, instead of 
ten days ? 

*Mr. GLADSTONE: I have 
time to consider that. 


must 


Mount Pleasant Factory—Conditions of 
Employment. 

Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, F.): [beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether, in 
view of the fact that the conditions of 
employment in the wood working factory 
at Mount Pleasant, W.C., debar trade 
unionists from seeking or accepting em- 
ployment there, he will consider whether, 
under all circumstances, it would be more 
economical to accept the union rules 
embodying rates of wages and hours as 
the conditions of employment for cabinet 
makers and joiners at Mount Pleasant ? 


co 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SyDNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Pop- 
lar): The hon. Member refers, no doubt, 
to the piecework system. This system 
has been in force over twenty years ; the 
men work forty-eight hours and earn very 


substantial wages in addition to other 
benefits. 
Mr. OGRADY: Is it to continue 


simply because it has been in force ten 
years / 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : Not at all. 


Religious Tests for Teachers. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) : 
I wish to put a Question, of which I have | 
given private notice, to the Minister for 
Education which may help us to raise a | 


+ See Col. 979. 
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clear issue in the course of the educa- 
tion debate now proceeding. It is 
whether the words in Clause 7, Section 2, 
which says that a teacher employed ina 
public elementary school “shall not he 
required as a condition of his employment 
to subscribe to any religious creed,” 
exclude or are intended to exclude 


| inquiries as to the fitness of the teacher 


to give the religious instruction contem- 


| plated under the Bill, or whether they are 


merely intended to prevent such subscrip- 
tions to dogmatic formularies as used to he 


required in the case of University Fellow- 
| ships, but which have never been required 


in the case of elementary teachers. 


THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
EDUCATION (Mr. Brrrect, Bristol, 
N.): So far as intention is concerned, the 
Answer must be in the negative. No 
restraint is intended to be placed on the 
local education authority in satisfying 
itself that teachers who undertake to give 
religious teaching are not unqualified to 
give it. 


The Yarmouth Election. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghis) ; 
I beg to ask the Solicitor-General, in the 
absence of the Attorney-General, a 
Question of which [ have given private 
notice—whether his attention has heen 
drawn to the numerous cases of admitted 
bribery, fifteen in all, that occurred during 
the recent Parliamentary election at Yar- 
mouth ; what steps, if any, he proposes to 
take in connection with such admissions ; 
and whether, having regard to the result 
of the election petition that has just been 
ity 





of introducing a Bill to amend the 
Corrupt Practices Act. 

*THE SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sip 
W. Ropson, South Shields): The 


attention of the law officers has heen 
drawn to the evidence as to cases of 
bribery at Yarmouth during last election. 
Most of those cases are covered by certi- 
ficates exempting the bribed persons 
from prosecution owing to the fact that 
they have made a full disclosure in 
evidence of their misconduct, but in any 
case where there is no certificate the 
papers shall be laid before the Director of 
Public Prosecutions, On the second part 
of the Question the evidence at election 
petitions will of course be carefully con- 


sidered with a view to seeing if it discloses 
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any reason to believe that the existing 
law as to corrupt practices is not adequate 
for its purpose. 


Questions. 


Mr. DALZIEL: I hope that special 
attention will be given to the point 
whether there ought not to be three 
Judges instead of two for the trial ot 
election petitions. 


Exports of Horses to the Continent. 


Sir G. KEKEWICH (Exeter): I beg 
to ask the hon. Member for South 


Somerset, as representing the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, whether his 
attention has been called to the conditions 
of the trattie in broken down old horses 
carried on between English ports and the 
continent ; and, if so, whether he will 
take steps to put a stop to the cruelties 
involved ; and will he say whether such 
horses are exported for human food. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, S.): The traftic in question is 
subject to the provisions of the Exporta- 
tion of Horses Order, 1898, and the 
conditions under which it is carried on 
are under the constant supervision of the 
Inspectors of the Board. IL will supply 
my hon. friend with a copy of the Order. 
Some of the horses exported are used for 
human food, 


Ariaacrinachd and Camersterrach Public 
Schools. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland whether he is aware 
that Dr. Young, the medical otficer of 
health for the western district of Ross 
shire, reports that the health of the 
children attending the public schools at 
Avinacrinachd and Camersterrach — is 
imperiled through collections of stagnant 
water at the entrance to the schools ; and 
will the Loeal Government Board tor 
Scotland communicate with the local 
authority on the subject with a view to 
the naisance being removed. 


THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Sencuair, Forfarshire) : The Local 
Government Board are aware of the 
statements in the Report referred to, and 
have already communicated with the 
local authority with a view to the 
removal of any nuisance found to exist. 
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Island of Lewis—Health Administration. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scctiand whether the expediency of 
taking over the public health administra- 
tion of the island of Lewis has yet been 
considered, especially having regard to 
the recommendations contained in Dr. 
Dittmar’s Report on the sanitary condition 
of the island, which was placed in the 
hands of the Local Government Board 
for Scotland more than a year ago; and 
to the fact that the local authorities, in 
endeavouring to give effect to the Public 
Health (Scotland) Acts, have already 
imposed the maximum rate fixed by 
statute, and are powerless to enforce the 
provisions of the Acts. 


Questions. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: This subject is 
under consideration ; and [ am not yet 
able to add anything to what has already 
been said in reply to the hon. Member. 


Scottish Education Reports. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary for Scotland, in view of the fact that 
the Education (Scotland) Reports for the 


Southern and Western Divisions have 
been issuel, will he state when the 


Education (Scotland) Report, Northern 
Division, will be in the hands of Mem- 
bers. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: It is expected that 
the Report in question will be in the 
hands of Members in the course of the 
next few days. 


Irish Evicted Tenants. 

*Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): I 
heg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been directed to the small- 
ness of the amount of untenanted land so 
far acquired by the Estates Commis- 


sioners, and the consequent want of 
progress in the restoration of evicted 


tenants, while untenanted land suitable 
for them is being divided and sold direet 
to graziers, in fraud of the law; and 
whether, seeing that this is due in part to 
the absence of a scale for remunerating 
persons negotiating sales of such land to 
the Estates Commissioners in accordance 
with sub-sections (9), (10), and (11), of 
Section 23 of the Land Act of 1903, he 
will have this obstacle removed by the 
preparation and publication of a graduated 
25 
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scale, especially in relation to untenanted 
land. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Bryce, Aberdeen, 8.): I 
am informed by the Estates Commis- 
sioners that the extent of untenanted 
land actually purchased by them is 
20,910 acres, and that they are engaged 
in purchasing, or are negotiating for the 
purchase of, 63,340 acres in addition. I 
have already informed the hon. Member 
that the Commissioners are not aware of 
the occurrence of any such case of fraud 
as is alluded to. The scale of fees for 
negotiators mentioned in Section 23, sub- 
section (11), of the Act of 1903, has not 
yet been settled, upon the ground that a 
sufficient number of cases has not yet 
arisen to form the basis of such scale, 
claims made by negotiators under this 
sub-section are dealt with by the Com- 
missioners and the Treasury on the merits 
of each particular case. The Commis- 
sioners have no knowledge that the 
absence of a scale of fees for negotiators 
has prevented purchase. 


Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : 
How can they say they have no 
knowledge when one of their own 
members holds 100 acres of grazing 
land in county Galway ! 


Irish School Teachers. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry E): I bee to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that some teachers in Lreland are barred 
from promotion to the higher grades by 
circumstances over which they have no 
control, such as averages, standard num- 
bers, school premises, &c.; and if he 
proposes to take any steps to remove this 
disability. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
Commissioners of National Education that 
teachers are not eligible for promotion to 
the several higher grades unless the 
average attendance reaches the figure 
which is specified in each case by Rule 
104. No teachers have yet been refused 
promotion by the operation of this rule. 
The condition of neatness and good order 
in which school premises are kept, but not 
the structural condition of premises, is an 
element in the consideration of promotion. 
‘The Commissioners have no present inten- 
tion of altering the rules in this regard. 
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Irish Department of Agriculture— 
Veterinary Branch. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
seeing the importance to the public of 
the proper statting and working of the 
veterinary branch of the Department of 
Agriculture, and the impossibility of 
having this branch thoroughly inquired 
into without examining some of the 
ofticers already employed, he will give 
instructions to enable these men to lay 
their views before the Committee of 
inquiry. 


Questions. 


Mr. BRYCE: I have nothing to add 
tomy reply to the similar Question of the 
hon. Member for South Down on Wed- 
nesday last,+ to which I have already 
referred the hon. Member 


Irish Teachers’ Salaries. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: 1 beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
received from the Irish National Teachers’ 
Organisation a resolution, unanimously 
adopted at the recent congress of teachers 
held in Waterford, demanding, in the 
interests of education, that assistant 
teachers of ten years’ efficient service be 
awarded the salary of second grade 
teachers, and be eligible for the incre- 
ments of the grade ; whether the National 
Board have approved of this demand ; 
whether he will scate the amount that 
would be annually required to carry it 
out; and when will he place on the 
Estimates this sum. 


*Mr. BRYCE: I have received from 
the National Teachers’ Organisation a 
number of resolutions including that 
referred to in the Question. I have 
already informed the hon. Member that 
the Commissioners of National Education 
cannot state what amount would be 
required to make the change suggested 
without the preparation of a return 
involving considerable labour. — The 
Commissioners, however, estimate that 
if all the demands made in the resolu- 
tions were conceded, the Vote would be 
increased from its present amount of 
less than £1,400,000 to considerably over 
£3,000,000. The Commissioners do not 
approve of the demand referred to in the 
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Question. As I have stated on several | 


oceasions, the whole question of the 


teachers’ salaries will receive considera- | 


tion, but I am not yet prepared to make 
any detailed statement on the subject. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Does | 


the right hon. Gentleman say it would 
cost over £3,000,000, to grant the claims 
of these assistant teachers / 


*Mr. BRYCE: No—the figures refer 
to the claims made for the whole body of 
teachers. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: What 
would it cost to meet the demands of this 
particular section—to give the increase 


to second grade teachers ? 


*Mr. BRYCE: If a further Question is 
out | will send it to the Commissioners. 


Kerry Evicted Tenants. 


Mr. THOMAS O’7DONNELL: T beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
send an inspector to the county Kerry to 
inquire into and report on the cases of 
all evicted tenants who have sent in 
applications for reinstatement ; whether, 
incase the landlord is unwilling to sell 
the whole of his estate, the inspector 
will inquire from him if he will sell the 
evicted tenants’ portion; and whether, 
in cases Where the evicted tenant's hold- 
ing isin the occupation of another, the 
inspector will inquire what he paid for it 
when entering, and will report what 
compensation would be sufficient for his 
leaving it. 


*Mr. BRYCE: I have already informed 
the hon. Member that the additional in- 
spectors who have been appointed — to 
inquire into the claims of evicted tenants 
will enter upon their work without 
delay. The nature of the inquiries to be 
made is indicated in Part IV. of the 
Instructions to Inspectors, dated March 
ith last, which were laid on the Table. 
The Estates Commissioners inform me 
that in eases in which the holding of an 
evicted tenant is in the occupation of a 
person who is willing to surrender it, 
they will inquire as to the amount of 
compensation which the present occupier 
would require. 
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Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Have the 


Commissioners any definite instructions 
directly to approach landlords and agents 
with the object of opening up negotiations 
for the reinstatements of evicted tenants ? 


Questions. 


*Mr. BRYCE: If the hon. Member 
will look at the Act he will see how far 
their instructions justify them in doing so. 


Shirley Estate. 

Mr. MCKEAN (Monaghan, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chiet Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland how many applica- 
tions to fix fair rents on holdings on the 
Shirley estate have been heard by 
Messrs. Edge, Smith, and Kyle, or any 
two of them sitting as a Sub-Commission ; 
in how many of these applications the 
first term rent was raised or contirmed ; 
what was the average reduction obtained 
as a result of such applications ; what 
was the average reduction secured on 
first term rents at second term hearing 
throughout Ireland ; whether the afore- 
mentioned Sub-Commissioners are still 
on the staff of the Land Commission, and, 
if so, in what capacity ; whether any 
date has heen fixed by the Chief Com- 
mission for the hearing of the numerous 
appeals which have been lodged as a 
result of the decisions of the above- 
mentioned Sub-Commission ; and whether 
arrangements will be made for the hear- 
ing of these appeals in Carrickmacross. 


*Mr. BRYCE: The Land Commission 
inform me that they do not consider 
it right that they should discuss the 
results of the decisions of Sub-Commission 
Courts for the purpose of replies to 
Parliamentary Questions. In the par- 
ticular cases referred to, a considerable 
number of appeals have been lodged, and 
the cases are sub judice. These appeals 
will be taken up, the Commissioners 
inform me, at the earliest opportunity, 
having regard to the prior rights of 
other outstanding appeal cases. They 
have not told me whether appeals would 
be heard at Carrickmacross, and there has 
not been time to repeat this Question to 
them ; but as it is a central place I should 
think they would, and if the hon. Member 
wishes, | will convey the suggestion. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Can- 
not the right hon. Gentleman say how 
many of these Sub-Commissioners are 
still on the statf of the Land Commission ? 

28 2 
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*Mr. BRYCE: The Commissioners | 


have given me no information on that | 
fore, seemy way to alter the decision 


point. 


Mr. McKEAN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman press for it ! 


*Mr. BRYCE: I have no power over 
the Commissioners. I have endeavoured 
to state what I believe to be their reasons 
for not giving certain information which 
the hon. Member asks for. 


Post Office Savings Bank—Irish Business. 
Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster - General whether he 


has considered the advisability of moving | 
all the Irish business of the Post Ottice | 
Savings bank to headquarters in Dublin ; | 


and, if so, when he proposes to give effect 
to this proposal. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: The ques- 
tion of the advisability of transferring 
the Trish business of the Post Office 
Savings Bank to headquarters in Dublin 
has been considered on several occasions. 
It is more convenient and economical 
to keep the Savings Bank accounts at one 
central institution, and greater facilities 
are thereby afforded for making or with- 
drawing deposits at any office in the 
United Kingdom, than would be possible 
if the [rish accounts were kept in Dublin. 


Bangor (County Down) Post Office. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) : I beg | 


to ask the Postmaster-General whether 
any decision has yet been arrived at with 
regard to the site for the new post office 
Bangor, county Down ; whether, in view 
of the local discontent with reference to 
the site originally proposed, he can now 
state definitely that that site has beenaban- 
doned; and whether his attention has 
been called to the fact that the memorial 
now being signed in favour of it is being 
promoted by the chairman of the urban 
council, who is also the vendor of the 
site. 


Mi. SYDNEY BUXTON: I have 
given most careful consideration to the 
question of the site of the new post 
oftice at Bangor, and, after the represen- 
tations of the hon. Member, I instructed 
the Secretary in Dublin to make a special 
report on the subject. After careful 
inquiry he reports that, taking everything 
into consideration, the site in Main Street 
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is the most suitable of the three sites 
originally available, and I do not, there- 


originally come to. But in order to 
meet the convenience of the other part 


‘of the town, I propose to open a sub- 


oflice in or near Ballymagee Street. As 
regards the memorial to which the hon. 
Member refers, I have no information as to 
who promoted the memorial, but I tind 
it was signed by the parish priest, by 
the rector, and by the other ministers, 
and by a large number of prominent 
citizens in each of the five wards. But 
in any case, the memorial had no effect 
on the result, as it was not received until 
after the Secretary at Dublin had con- 
sidered his report. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 


| Then is it the case that in order to settle 


this dispute the right hon. Gentleman 
has had practically to provide two oftices. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman name any town of like 
size and population in the whole ot the 
United Kingdom which has both post 
ottice and a sub-ottice. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: 
quire into that. 


I will in- 


Mr. MACVEAGH: It’s a conundrum 


for you. 


Housing of the Working Classes. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): I beg to ask the Prime Minister 
whether he will bring on the Motion for 
the appointment of a Select Committee 
on the Housing of the Working Classes 
Acts Amendment Bill at a reasonable 
hour to-night, so that it may be properly 
cliscussed, 


Tue PRIME MINISTER Anp FIRST 
LORD or rHe TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs): 
The Motion can be brought on only after 
eleven o'clock, as the remainder of the 
sitting has already been allotted to the 
Education Bill. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE said the Motion 
conveyed an imputation on the Members 
with whom he was associated, and if it 
could be put down for a reasonable hour 
it might not be necessary to move the 
suspension of the eleven o'clock rule. 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 


I am afraid we cannot come to any | 
arrangement. There is no imputation 
made upon any one, but obviously it was 
inconvenient yesterday in this way to 
absorb a great part of the time which the | 
House expected to be devoted to the 
Education Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR asked if it was 
to be understood that in the event of the 
debate on the Education Bill being 
stopped some few minutes before eleven, 
no attempt would be made to take busi- 
ness Other than that referred to in the 
Motion. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
That is so, no other business will be 
taken. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Cannot the 
Government give us one or two hours 
hefore eleven o'clock in order to discuss 
this matter ? 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No, Su. An arrangement has been come 
to to conclude this debate on Thursday, 
and we are bound to give the House the 
whole of the time up till then for the 
purposes of the discussion. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SELECT 
COMMITTEE ON HOUSING OF THE 
WORKING CLASSES ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL). 

Ordered, that the Proceedings on the 
nomination of the Select Committee on 
the Housing of the Working Classes Acts 
Amendment Bill be not interrupted this 
evening under the Standing Order 
(Sittings of the House), and may be 
entered upon and proceeded with at any 
hour, though opposed.—(Sir //. Camphell- 
Bunnerman.) 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES.) 

Sir WitntAm Brampton GURDON 
reported from the Committee of Selection, 
That they had discharged the following 
Member from the Standing Committee 
on Trade (including Agriculture and 
Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures — 
Mr. Bright; and had appointed in sub- 
stitution, Mr. Robinson. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
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NEW BILLS. 


FATAL ACCIDENTS AND SUDDEN 
DEATHS INQUIRY (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To amend The Fatal Accidents In- 
quiry (Scotland) Act, 1895, and to make 
further provision for Inquiry into Sudden 
and Suspicious Deaths in Scotland,” 
presented by the Lord-Advocate ; to be 
read a second time upon Monday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 198. ] 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question [7th 
May], “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Which Amendment was- 


‘¢To leave out the word “now,” and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘‘ upon 
this day six months.”—(VUr. Wyndham.) 


Question again proposed, “That the 
word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Lroyp-Grorce, Carnarvon 
Boroughs): Before I proceed to an ex- 
amination of the main principles upon 
which the Bill is founded, I should like to 
say a few words about a clause in which I 
am specially concerned, and which has 
been severely criticised in the course of 
this debate and by the Leader of the 
Opposition in the speech which he made 
last week in the Albert Hall. I mean 
the clause which establishes a central 
education authority for Wales. These 
criticisms are based on a total misappre- 
hension of the real meaning of the clause. 
Whether that is the fault of the clause or 
the fault of the critics will appear when 
we come to discuss the clause. At any 
rate, it carries out the intention of the 
Government. I should not refer to this 
matter of detail were it not clear that it 
is to be made to play a great part in the 
attempt to create prejudice against the 
sill. What is the origin of the clause ? 
The Leader of the Opposition seems to 
assume that it is simply a conspiracy on 
the part of the Nonconformists of Wales 
to secure the control of education, to be 
independent altogether of the Imperial 
Parliament, and to trample upon the 
rights of Churchmen. The real fact is 
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that this clause was the result of a con- | 
/unanimously in favour of this Welsh 
council. 
detail about it, and Ido not mean among 


ference on education that was summoned 
by the Tory corporation of Cardiff. The 
lord mayor, a strong Churchman and a 


Conservative candidate, was in the chair. | 


His Motion was a purely educational one. 
The conference was summoned for the 
purpose of deciding whether or not there 


should be an appeal to the Government 


to set up a national council in Wales for 
the administration of education—primary, 
secondary, and university. To that 
conference men of all Parties and creeds 
in Wales were summoned. ‘The four 
Anglican Bishops were summoned, and 
three attended. The two Catholic Bishops 
were summoned, and both were present. 
Every Conservative candidate for a Welsh 
seat was summoned, and most of them 
attended. At this conference, so repre- 
sentative, a Resolution was unanimously 
passed in favour of asking the Government 
to set up this central council for the 
control and direction of education in 
Wales. Wales is too quiet a country and 
too loyal a country to attract that public 
attention which would otherwise be given 
to its movements. The result is that 
any one may say anything he likes about 
Wales, knowing that he is appealing to 
an audience which is ignorant about the 
elementary facts of the country. I think 
it is most unfair that a statesman in the 
position of the Leader of the Opposition, 
who ought to know better, who should 
have a certain sense of responsibility in 
such a grave matter, should have en- 
deavoured to mislead the country about a 
thing as to which the simplest inquiries 
would have shown him that his statements 
were unfounded. You would imagine from 
the speech of the Leader of the Opposition 
that this was an attempt to set up an 
independent Parliament in Wales. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of 


London) ; So far as education is concerned. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Theright hon. 
Gentleman is still under that impression. 
I do not think the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion has a right to criticise a proposal, 
at least, until he has read it. The right 
hon. Gentleman cannot have read the 
first line if he is still under that misappre- 
hension. There is not the smallest 
power to legislate on the smallest detail 
to be vested in this council. The state- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman was 
grossly unfair and misleading to the 


Mr, Lloyd-George. 
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Welsh opinion is on the whole 
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country. 
There may be differences of 


the Welsh Members. For instance, with 
regard to the question of the unfairness 
of handing over to a Welsh council the 
administration of trusts relating to 
voluntary schools, if there is an Amend- 
ment of that sort moved, if the Opposition 
consider that the guarantees in the clause 
are not satisfactory in that respect, we 
shall have no hesitation at all in 
accepting such an amendment. We 
realise that it would not be fair after the 
hitter controversy in Wales to hand over 
to a body representing the Welsh county 
councils things that are in controversy 
at the present moment. If guarantees 
are required we do not demand that the 
matter should be left to an Order in 
Council, but we will accept any Amend- 
ment in Committee in order to ensure 
that nothing of the sort shall occur. The 
opposition to this clause, however, does 
not come from Welsh Conservatives or 
Welsh Churchmen ; it comes from the 
noble Lord who represents Maidstone. 
[AN Hon. Member: At present.] There 
was not asingle Welsh candidate who got 
up to protest against it ; on the contrary, 
they voted for it. I sincerly trust that 
the Opposition will not take advantage 
of the fact that Wales is small, and the 
number of its members not large, in order 
to thwart ascheme which all parties in 
Wales are anxious for in the interests 


of Welsh education. All we ask for 
is that we should be able to co- 
ordinate all branches of education. 


We have complete control of secondary 
education, and also of higher education, 
hut primary education is controlled from 
Whitehall, so far as administration is 
concerned. It is most important to us 
that they should all fit in, and for this 
adequate reason, that Wales is a country 
where four-fifths of the children in the 
secondary schools come straight from the 
primary schools. To talk of the disrup- 
tion of the Empire because of this pro- 
posal is simply part of that gross and 
futile exaggeration which has gone on 
about the whole of this Bill. Such talk 
is an illustration of the barren and stupid 
leadership which has left the Tory Party 
without a single representative in Wales. 
I was very much struck by an observa- 
tion made by the hon. Member for 
North Camberwell last night. He said 
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that the problem was insoluble. Well, I 
too think it is almost insoluble. The 
right hon, Gentleman, in his speech at 
Cambridge, claimed that we should have 
a logical settlement. How long has he 
heen an advocate of a logical settlement ? 
Was there much logic in the settlement 
of 19027? It is much easier to be logical 
in criticism than in action, From no 
point of view was the settlement of 1902 
logical. In one parish you had a State 
school to which every child was driven, 
Nonconformist as well as Church child, 
and the whole management was in the 
hands of one creed. Everybody contri- 
buted, yet Nonconformity was as much 
a disqualification for the position of teacher 
us if it was an offence against law or 
morals. That is not defended now. I 
have read a good many letters which 
have been written on this Bill. Most of 
the writers admit that the solution of 
1902, was an unfair one in such parishes. 
| wish they had spoken out at the time. 
Chey were perfectly willing to take ad- 
vantage of the unfairness, perfectly ready 
to profit by it. They made no attempt 
to help us to remove the injustice ; the 
only denominational gentlemen who did 
so were the members from Ireland. The 
hon. Member for East Mayo at the time, 
at any rate, did recognise the grievance, 
hut from the majority of the supporters 
of the Bill of 1902, we had not even an 
admission until now, 


Mr A.J. BALFOUR: I am sorry to 
interrupt the right hon. Gentleman. I 
can only say that over and over again | 
stated a/ nauseam in the course of the 
prolonged debates on the Bill of 1902, 
that it was not a complete settlement of 
the question, and that it was a hardship 
in single-school areas. I did not deny it 
fora moment, but I said over and over 
again that there was a corresponding 
hardship in urban areas. It never oc- 
curred to me for one moment to suggest 
to the House that the single-school area 
condition was a satisfactory one, and | 
did provide something in the nature of 
a remedy when I allowed local authori- 
ties to build schools of their own, which 
they were not allowed to do under the 
Act of 1870. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Then the 
offence of the right hon, Gentleman is 
worse than I characterised it. He now 
says that he recognised and admitted the 
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grievance, but, knowing it, he legislated 
without making any active provision to 
meet it. That is an aggravation of the 
offence. The right hon. Gentleman says 
that there was a corresponding grievance 
of Churchmen in urban areas. That 
grievance was that the Churchman has 
to support what he calls undenomina- 
tional religion of which he does not 
approve. ‘Therefore, because one set of 
Churchman were getting more than their 
due in one parish, it was to be met by 
another set of Churchmen getting less 
than their due in another. And that is 
a logical solution. Was the Kenyon- 
Slaney arrangement a logical one? That 
is putting two men on a denominational 
foundation, and of course it is always 
assumed that the local authorities will 
select atheists of the rankest kind. What 
for? To settle the syllabus of religious 
instruction in the school; and yet in 
that very school where atheists can settle 
the syllabus the most religious Noncon- 
formist in the land could not teach the 
syllabus. And you call that a logical 
settlement. So much for the logic of 
that settlement. I do not think the 
Leader of the Opposition is proud of it. 
Thereare, I think, four logical settlements. 
There is, first, the purely secular system. 
That is a logical settlement. The second 
is the frankly denominational all round. 
That, too, is logical. Thirdly, there is 
the common religious syllabus, which also 
is logical. But there is a fourth settlement. 
You may frankly say you cannot have any 
common religious syllabus between Pro- 
testant and Catholic, and that is the settle- 
ment you have in Germany, in Quebec, in 
Holland. It is a recognition that there 
are fundamental differences you cannot 
solye—which are absolutely insoluble. 
Whether it is just or not, that also would 
be logical. 


If the House will bear with me I 
will state how the Government have 
come to the conclusion that the pro- 
posal in the Bill is the only solution 
we can propound under the circumstances, 
having regard not merely to the logic 
but, what is stronger than logic, the 
facts of the situation. Now, take the 
secular solution. Does any one in this 
House believe that it would be possible 
for any Government to propose a secular 
system for this country? [A voice, 
“Yes.”| I am _ perfectly certain they 
could not. Even my _ hon. friends 
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know perfectly well it could not be 
cirred Why, take even Birmingham 

which was the very centre of the agita- 
tion for secular instruction in 1870. | 
What happened there ? The secularists 
were beaten there, the right hon. Gentle- 
man was beaten in his own city. 
religion of Mahomet is unacceptable in 
Mecea, how can you expect it to be re- 
ceived in places where the shrine has 
fallen into disrepute ? You cannot carry 
the secular system, and I do not argue it. 
Let us take the frankly denominational 
system. I admit that here is a suggestion 
which you have to examine carefully ; 
but it is not altogether the Act of 1902. 
It is a very diiferent thing. Hon. Mem- 
bers opposite are too fond of assuming 
that they are defending a logical and 
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right of the parent. How are the 
denominational syllabuses settled at the 
present moment? Four foundation 
managers settle the syllabus for the 


| religious instruction which every child 


| shall receive in the school. 
If the | 


Who are the 
managers? The clergyman, ex officio, the 
great landlord, probably two great land- 
lords, and the others are probably men of 
position and substance, who contribute 
largely to the funds of the school 


and the parish, but not one of them in all 
| probability sending his child to the school. 


just educational denominational system. | 


[* No, no.”| Very well, | will not press 
the point. But it is not the system of 
1902. Under the frankly denominational 
system you are going to set up a de- 
nominational system in this country, and 
it is to be a national system, a denomina- 
tional system all round. They seem to 
think that it will mean denominational 
privileges for Roman Catholics, Jews, 


Anglicans, and Wesleyans, but not for | 


anybody else. |“ No, no.”| Iam glad to 
hear that disclaimer. We have had, 
however, a new doctrine set up about 
religious instruction—-the doctrine of the 
right of the parent. It isa perfectly new 
doctrine, as tar as the general controversy 
is concerned. When was it discovered ? 
Was it discovered before 1902? If so, 
where is it in the Act of that year ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM (Dover) : In Clause 
2D: 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: That is a 
different thing ; that is not the right of 
the parent, but the right of the sect. I 
am now discussing the right of the 
parent, the inalienable right of a parent 
to demand of the State that it shall bring 
up his child in his own faith. What 
happened in 1902? I recollect one or | 
two very useful discussions on the Act of | 
1902, one initiated by the hon. Member | 
for Kast Mayo, and the hon. Member for 
Morley. Both hon, Members wanted the | 
parents’ right to be recognised in the de- | 
nominational schools, The House must | 
not forget that the whole basis of the 
claim for denominational instruction is not | 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


| his child should receive. 


Observing this, my hon. friend the 
Member for Morley asked, “ What 
about the right of the parent to 


choose the religious instruction?” He 
thereupon moved that the parent should 
have one representative—only one—out 
of the six on the board that was to 
choose the religious teaching for his child. 
What did the right hon. Gentleman, 
what did the champions of the rights 
of the parents say ? “Not one.” They 
would not have a single representative, 
although they wanted to know what 
was the particular brand of theology 
the parent wanted to be given to his 
child. Ina voice choked with emotion 
they said, “ This is an interference with 
the inalienable right of the parent.” 
Where, then, was the parent in 19027 | 
remember the hon. Member for East 
Mayo, representing sincere denomina- 
tionalism, saying that in rural districts 
where there is no choice for the parent 
he should have, at any rate, some voice 
in settling the kind of religious teaching 
The law drives 
the child to these schools, no matter what 
the religious instruction is ; but when my 
hon. friend claimed a voice for the parent 


‘these present champions of the parent 


went solidly into the lobby, wiping him 
out and treating the parent as one of 
those lay figures who are always intro- 
duced when they want to perpetrate a job 
for their own class. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) : The whole 
Radical Party voted for the parent then. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : If agree. 


Mr. DILLON: I do not mention this 
by way of reproach, but as a compliment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The hon. 
Member is a keen debater, and I am 
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coming to that point by-and-by. But the 
attitude of the present champions of the 
parent among the Opposition simply came 
to this. Do you want to do something for 
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the landlord ? Not at all; it is the poor | 


farmer. For the brewer? Notatall; itis 
the poor suffering publican. Is it a Bill for 
the clergy ? Not at all; it is the poor 
parent. ‘These excuses are always trotted 
out on these occasions for the purpose 
of controversy ; but when you apply to 
them a genuine test what becomes of 
them? They disappear. The right hon. 
Gentleman did not talk much about the 
parent then. He will do so now because 
it suits his purpose. The right hon. 
Member for Dover cries “Clause 9.” 
But that is a clause saying that if thirty 
parents make a demand they can have 
schools set up. He forgets the whole of 
the clause, however, for the words are 
added, “subject to educational efficiency 
and economy.” Rates first, the conscience 
parent comes last. Clause 9%, 
indeed, is our case. We say that educa- 
tional efficiency and economy forbid the 
possibility of experimenting wholesale in 
denominational instruction in this country. 
[ recollect an application made under 
the late Government by Churchmen in 
Merioneth. Their application was rightly 
refused, for they were told that if they 
took thirty children from the village 
school they would destroy the efticieney 
of the school. You cannot go on keeping 
two schcols in a little village where there 
ae only 100 children altogether, and, 
therefore, it was right for the Depart- 
ment to say that educational efticiency 
and economy must come first. The late 
Grovernment recognised that the thing 
was absolutely unworkable. If you have 
a frankly denominational system you 
must give the same right to every 
denomination, But the assumption is 
male that no one holds dogmas except 
the Church of England and the Roman 
Catholics. You have to assume, however, 
that the Nonconformists have dogmas 
and that they differ one from the other, 
though it is also assumed that you can 
lunp their dogmas together. But Non- 
conformists have their sects and dogmas 


of the 


which divide them. 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, FE): 
Has the right hon. Gentleman never 
heard of the Free Church Catechism 1? 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: That is a 


catechism which I believe members of the 
Church of England are glad to teach in 
many cases where there is a Church 
majority on the council schools, in Liver- 
pool for instance. But there, again, the 
inference from the interruption of the 
noble Lord is that, although we pretend 
to have dogmas that divide us, after all, 
what does it matter? It is only the 


difference between you and us_ that 
matters. The real chasm is between 
Dives and Lazarus, which you cannot 


bridge over; it is between the Church 
and Noneonformity. That is an assump- 
tion with a touch of arrogance init. The 
Nonconformist sects have given the best 
pledge in the world as to the sincerity of 
their belief in their own individual dog- 
mas. There is as great a sectarian 
patriotism among them as there is in the 
Church of England. What have they 
done ? It is not easy to be a Noucon- 
formist and to stand to your dogma in the 
rural villages. What is the state of the 
rural villages in England ? All the people 
upon whom your living depends go to 
the village church. Two or three big 
members of the community may, and 
often do, make life intolerable for you. 
That is not a matter for amusement, 
but a pretty serious fact. Who, as a rule, 
are those who attend Nonconformist 
places of worship? They are generally 
artisans and labourers. {Cries of ‘“ And 
farmers.” | Yes, in Wales the farmers. 
At any rate the powerful people of these 
villages as a rule are members of the 
Church of England, and the others know 
very well, when they pass the village 
church to their own little chapel, that they 
are offending people who can ruin their 
prosperity. I can give cases in Wales 
where they have done so. | am speaking 
of what I know, but I do not wish to enter 
upon that. No man goes to a Noncon- 
formist place of worship unless he really 
has a great attachment to the organisation 
and the doctrines that are taughe there. 
Well, now, what right has anyone to 
assume that the dogmas of the powerful 
Chuch matter everything in the world 
and that the dogmas of the poor 
despised chapel do not count? “ What 
does it matter 7’ you say. “ Lump them 
into a Free Chureh Catechism.” I 
contend that if you give a right to any 
one denomination you must give it to all 
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Eart PERCY (Kensington, $): Why 


not ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Because of 


Clause 9, and economy and efficiency to | 


begin with. Has the noble Lord ever 


studied the educational problem ina little | 


rural district 1 Suppose you have three 
or four sects there. 
a parish in Merioneth, with a popula- 


tion of 500, that came up for investiga- | 


tion. There were two schools there, 
one denominational and the other 
undenominational, the larger having only 
thirty-two children in it. There you 
have the expense doubled. You have two 
headmasters ; two separate equipments ; 
and instead of getting one fairly good 
man, you get two underpaid men. Yet it 
is only by lumping all the Nonconformists 
together that you get no more than two 
schools, Suppose that each Nonconformist 
sect had a separate school 


Bart PERCY : Why should they have 
separate schools 4 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Why should 
a Nonconformist have aright to anything, 
except to pay the rates and make the 
rents! It is their business to obey the 
law, and it is the business of the 
Angiican to make it and profit by it. 
Why should not the Methodists and the 
Congregationalists have their own schools 
as well as the Anglicans? From a 
sectarian point of view it would be an 
advantaze to them. They are a poor 
community, and it would Le a great thing 
for them to have a trained and educated 
inan with leisure to look after the Sunday 
school, to be church secretary, to play the 


organ, and to organise the evening 
meetings. It is only because they are 


sutliciently patriotic—[Cries of ‘“Oh.”| 
Yes; Merioneth has rated itself for 
education a great deal higher than any 
other county in the kingdom. It has 
built more schools and spent more money ; 
and its secondary schools, which it was 
not bound to rate itself for, are in greater 
proportion than in any other county. 
The Nonconformists saw that if each sect 
claimed a school of its own educational 
efficiency would be destroyed. It is bad 
enough to divide a little community of 
children, who will have to work together 
when they grow up, into two antagonistic 
camps. The case is not like that of 
Holland, where practically you have two 
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as in the case of | 
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| great 


sects—the Calvinists and the 
|Catholics—or like parts of Germany, 
| where you have Lutherans and Catholics 
side by side. It is not like Quebec, 
There the problem would be easy. But 
here there is only one way, and that is 
having some sort of common school for all 
sects ; for above all the business of the 
State is not to bring up sectarians, but to 
train up good citizens, and the only way 
to do that is by having good schools. 


We say that the best solution is a 
common syllabus. I recognise the Catholic 
difficulty. But first of all as to the 
objections of the Church of England, or 
of certain sections of the Church, to a 
common syllabus. They say that Cowper- 
Temple religion is Nonconformist religion, 
To say that is simply to ignore the 
whole history of the Cowper-Temple 
clause. Who forced the Cowper-Temple 
clause into an Act of Parliament ! 
Churehmen, against the protests of all the 
Noneonformist leaders who wanted 
secular education. I think that Church- 
men were right, and that this acticn is 
to their credit and glory. Who forced 
Bible teaching imto practically every 
board school election in England and 
Wales? The Anglican Church; and 
again I think the Church was right, and 
that the Nonconformists were wrong. 
But, at any rate, it was the Church that 


did it. Take Birmingham. They beat 
the Nonconformist leaders there, anc 


forced Bible instruction on the schools. 
In London, Liverpool, Manchester, and 
gradually even in Wales they got Bible- 
teaching introduced. They have beaten 
secularism. They have fought tenaci- 
ously for religious instruction, tor Cowper- 
Temple teaching in the schools, They 
cannot turn round now — and _ the 
majority of Churchmen do not—and say, 
“This is Nonconformity. This is not 
‘our religion. The Bible! That is not 
our Book.” [Cries of “Oh!”| Well. 
they cannot have it both ways, It is 
they who have forced it into the syllabus 
| of our schools. Nearly every syllabus in 
England has been drafted by Churchmen. 
I do not believe you can produce 20 per 
/cent. of the syllabuses that were not 
_prepared by Churchmen. They have 
| prepared them in London and most of the 
| great school boards ; and in Wales there Js 
| hardly a case where the parish clergyman 
has not sat upon the committee and 
agreed with the Nonconformists in the 
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preparation of the syllabus. Who| 
teaches the syllabus ? Two-thirds of the | 
teachers are Churchmen. I ask hon. | 
Gentlemen, who challenge these syllabuses | 
as if they were Nonconformist cate- 
chisms, can they point out a single 
syllabus in England or Wales where | 
there is a line that is repugnant to the 
conscience of Churchmen? Can they 
point to a single syllabus in which any- 
thing is taught that is contrary to 
any dogma of the Church of England ? 
That is more than they can say for 
the catechism, which is a denomi- 
national book. But there is this 
to be said about the Cowper-Temple 
religion as it is called. It is Protestant. 
I was struck very much by the speech of 
the hon. Member for the Scotland Division 
of Liverpool, who read a striking document 
stating the position of Catholics towards 
religion, and their views of the Bible 
and the Protestant doctrine of freedom 
of judgment. But is that the attitude 


of Churchmen towards the Bible and 
freedom of judgment? The Bishop 


of Birmingham treats the Bible as a sort 
of creation of the Church. But that 
is not the attitude of Anglicans generally. 
The vast majority take the Protestant 
view; but you have a position which 
almost irreconcilable. If the 
Anglican Communion would frankly take 
its place at the head of Protestantism in 
England there would be no difficulty to 
he solved, There is not a part of the 
Empire or of the world where it does not, 
except here. What happens in Canada ? 
There you frankly divide the community 
into Protestant and Catholic. The Angli- 
can registers himself as a Protestant 
invariably, together with the Wesleyan, 
the Presbyterian, the Baptist, and the 
Congregationalist. The whole trouble 
comes from the fact that there are many 
Churchmen who repudiate this Protestant 
association; and there isa touch of meanness 
in it; for it makes the position of the Catho- | 
lie, whose position is irreconcilable with 
Cowper-Templeism, exceedingly difficult. | 
The right hon. Gentleman seemed to | 
imagine that this Bill was a monstrous 
attack upon the Church because we | 
cannot recognise that each sect should 
be established. It seems to me that 
sectarian differences are largely artificial 
in Protestant churches. It is perfectly 
true that there was a time when these 
dogmas did represent the real differences, 
but the fences have become decayed and | 


seems 
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there is a good deal more intercourse now 
in the matter of doctrine than in the old 
days, and the real difference in the Pro- 
testant Church is not a difference between 
one sect and another but a difference 
between the advanced theologian and the 
one who sticks by the old ideas. The 
difference is really the same as you get 
in politics; it is the difference you 
get in politics between the Liberal and 
the Conservative—the difference between 
the man who progresses and—— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Which is the 


man who progresses ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The right 
hon. Gentleman is asking me to embark 
upon a subject which [ really dare not. 
He can pick theologians from half-a-dozen 
denominations and say that those repre- 
sent one class of thought, not because 
they belong to one sect, but because they 
represent the views of one class of theology 
—call it advanced theclogy, or revolu- 
tionary theology, if you like, but at all 
events, it represents the difference 
between Liberal and Conservative schools 
of thought. I will take three men who 
differ absolutely about this Bill, namely, 
the Bishop of Birmingham, Canon Hen- 
son, and Dr. Clifford. If you set these 
three theologians to write a manual for a 
school for the religious training of the 
children you would probably find that 
there is very little difference between 
them. I have no doubt that when my 
statement comes to their knowledge they 
will all repudiate it. Therefore, there is 
no real division upon this question 
between denominations, because the 
fences have been broken down. There 
would be no difficulty in the matter if 
you had a clearly defined issue between 
the sects upon matters of doctrine and 
dogma, but you have not got it. What 
the right hon. Gentleman sees in England 
is only part of a general movement which 


/oceuwrs in every democratic country in 


the world. ‘There are three great demo- 
cratic countries, namely, America, France, 
What do you see in 


France? It is a great Catholic country, 


| and what have they done with the schools ? 


What have they done with the established 
Catholic religion ? [A NATIONALIST MEM- 
BER: The Freemasons have done it.] 
They had an election fought there sub- 
stantially upon the same issue—the issue 
of clericalism. What happened there ? 
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Exactly the same thing as ina Protestant 
country. Go to America. That is a} 
country to which Catholics flee from the | 
tyranny of denominational countries like | 
Germany and this country. They go to 
America for liberty. What do they get 
there in denominational instruction ? 
They would not get a four-fifths clause. 
America would not look at it. 
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that acquaintance with its contents will 
make those children better men and better 
women. Not only that, but that its 
principles will help to bring about a 


better condition of things for them to 


live in than their parents ever knew, 
The true parental demand is this: that 
no ecclesiastic or politician should he 


| allowed to stand between the child and 


the light of the great Book which saved 


AN HON. MEMBER: 


separate schools for that. 


They have 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Not quite. 
They read the Bible in the schools there 
and there was an increasing demand for 


it. There is the same thing here. It is 
part of a great movement. Democracy 


has come to the conclusion that clericalism 
is its enemy. It is no use saying that 
this is hatred towards an individual 
Church. It is the instinct of three 
great deniocratic peoples moving in the 
same direction towards what they 
believed to be real liberty of conscience 
and the only guarantee for continuity 
of liberty of conscience. I am not mini- 
imising the issue. There is a_ great 
issue between us which we cannot, 
I fear, bridge over. What is it? There 
are things we agree upon. We agree 
that education is not merely the training 
of the intellect and the cramming of 
the mind with knowledge. We agree 
tiat itis the business of the State also 
to train and discipline the conscience. 
There is a great common ground for 
«greement. I think there is agreemest 
that this can be done on the basis of 
Christian morality. But where we differ 
is this: We differ on the question of 
whether it is necessary in order to teach 
Christian ethics to a child to inculcate the 
doctrine of any sect. That is the difference. 
It is the position taken by the people of 
this country. I think it is a definite 
and clear stand they have taken, fully 
realising what they are doing. It is 
wonderful how the instinct of | the 
people has been guided between the two 
extremes through the whole of this con- 
troversy for thirty years. First of all, 
the secular solution. They rejected it. 
‘Then came the other extreme, the right 
hon. Gentleman’s  Bill—extreme _ sec- 
tarianism. They rejected that. But the 
people have made up their minds to take 
their stand and to rally round the Bible. 
They are anxious that it should be placed 
in the hands of their children, believing 


My, Lloyd (reorge. 


England from darkness, and which will 
continue to illumine the gloom that 
oppresses human life, after the last sect 
shall have vanished from the scene. 


*Sir_ WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford 
University) : The right hon. Gentleman 
has told the House generally what he 
considers is the solution of the educational 
problem of the present day. [ had hoped 
to have heard from him a somewhat de- 
tailed defence of a Bill which, if one 
night judge from the debate of last night, 
needs a good deal of defence not only from 
the attacks of the Opposition, but also from 
the nominal supporters of the Govern- 
ment. The Bill no doubt offers many 
points of attack, and I think the attack of 
vesterday was hardly adequately met by 
the very general and very interesting dis- 
cussion on the state of theological opinion 
in this country, in Europe and in America, 
which we have heard from the President 
of the Board of Trade. This Bill, unlike 
the measure of 1902, can hardly be said 
Education Bill. The Bill of 


to be an 
1902 was an Education Biil.  [Mu1nts- 
TERIAL cries of “Oh, oh”} It was a 


great scheme for bringing education of 
every type and kind under the control 
of the loca] authority in every area, To 
put it in two or three words, it was a Bill for 
municipalising education. The House 
oceupied many months in discussing not 
the great features of the Bill, but the 
terms under which the voluntary schools 
were to come into this system. I am 
happy to think that the great structure 
created by the Act of 1902 will be left 
intact, although modifications will no 
doubt be made in this Bill before it 
becomes law as to the terms under which 
the voluntary schools are to exist. The 
Act of 1902 was attacked last night and 
to-day. It was attacked last mght be- 
cause it conferred privileges. I deny 
that the Act of 1902 conferred any 
privileges whatever. It is said that it 
conferred privileges on the Church of 
England by making certain requirements 
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on the teachers. The Act of 1902 imposed | Act of 1902 was an Education Act. This 


no tests onthe teacher, and imposed no | 
requirements of any such character on the | 
teacher. 
ties. What disabilities were imposed on 
the teacher were the result of trust deeds 
which the Act of 1902 did much to relax. 
The trust deeds in many of the schools 
required that all the teachers should be 
members of the Church of England. The 
Act of 1962 left it to the managers to 
employ the teachers of other denomina- 
tions, except in the case of the head teacher 
and always subject to the interests of 
the child. It was said last night that 
the Act of 1962 conferred privileges 
on the training colleges. The Act of 


1902 did nothing for the training 
colleges in the way of _ privilege. 


Training colleges built by the denomina- 
tions continued to receive after 1902 the 
erants they received before then, and 
there was absolutely no obligation laid 
upon any local authority to give rate aid 
to any denominational college. We have 
heard yesterday and to-day questions as 
to how tar the Act of 1902 dealt satis- 
factorily with the single school areas in 
regard to the rights of parents in those 
areas. [think my right hon. friend the 
Member for the City will admit that the 
single school area presented difficulties 
which were not adequately solved by the 
Act of 1902. But what was the proposed 
solution of the then Opposition? It was 
that one or two parents should be chosen 
for the board of management by the 
parents of all the other children attending 
school inthe area. The objection to that 
was, that in the first instance it created 
the difficulty of a shifting constituency 
and of discovering who were the parents 
entitled to vote. In the next place there 
is always great dithculty in getting a con- 
stitueney of this sort to vote when its 
votes are required. In the school board 
elections there were seldom 50 per cent. 
and sometimes barely 25 per cent. of the 
voters who went to the poll. It was very 
difficult also to get people to manage 
these rural schools, and when the right 
hon. Gentleman gave a description | of 
the inadequate management of a rural 
school in which the clergyman was 
an ec officio manager under the trust 
deed, and the great landowner acted with 
him, I could not help thinking that he 
must be very little familiar with the 
process of managing the rural schools, at 
any rate in a great part of Engiand. The 


It imposed no sectarian disabili- | 
'of the Free Church Council ; 


iis an Omnibus Act. It is the work 
evidently of many hands and of many 
influences. I see in one part the work 
in another 
part the National Union of Teachers ; 
and in another again, the Welsh Party. 
Here and there, no doubt, education 
furtively creeps in, and the President of 
the Board of Education may be observed 
as having had some influence in the com- 
position of the Bill. But I maintain 
that this is an Omnibus Bill and not 
an Edueation Bill. It deals with edu- 
cation here and there as affected by 
various political influences thoughout the 
country. 


Then we are told that the Bill is the 
result of a mandate. If anything was 
before the electors of this country it was 
] suppose a mandate to secure complete 
poplar control of the schools, and 
the abolition of tests for teachers. 
I am not aware from the answers 
given to my right hon. friend to-day 
that any tests for teachers which were in 
existence before are abolished by this 
sill, but when we are told of a mandate, 
surely it is not so very long ago that the 
Government invited us here to assent to 
a proposition that the issue before the 
country at the general election was the 
issue of free trade. Nothing then was said 
of any other topic such as this topic of 
elementary education. I am bound to 
say that, although I have no doubt that 
political Noncontormists and the Teachers’ 
Union did in places exercise their influence 
and did endeavour to secure the return of 
Members who would vote for the two 
issues described, if the Education Act of 
1902 had any serious influence on the 
election that influence was due not to what 
is called its sectarian character, but owing 
to the increase in the rate which it 
involved thoughout the country. 


Let medeal with one or twoof the salient 
features of the Bill. Before I pass to the 
matter which is more pertinent to the 
Bill, I will say that the right hon. Gentle- 
man has told us something about the 
Welsh council. What he teils us is that 
the council is entirely subject to Parlia- 
ment. I suppose there is no institution 
in the United Kingdom or the Empire 
which is not subject to the Imperial 
Parliament, and | do not think that 
anyone of us supposed that the Crown, 
Lords, and Commons could not take 
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up, recast, abolish, or alter in any | nised 


way the proposed council for Wales. 
What I do want to know is who is to be 
responsible for the action of this council ? 
The powers and duties of the Board of 
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by this House. Students 
| have for the last four years been 


Education and of the Board of Agriculture | 


are to be handed over to it. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The council 


| 1t. 


qualifying for this register at some cost 
of time and money, and they have 
deferred the commencement of their 
professional career in order to qualify for 
I understand from an Answer given 


by the President of the Board of Educa- 


‘tion before Easter that 


takes over the education powers of the | 


Board of Agriculture. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON: I 
supposed that the council would deal 
with agriculture except in regard to 


never | 


education. I really think that the 
right hon. Gentleman might have, 


understood my remark, because it was 
obvious what the meaning was. All 
those powers are to be handed over to 
the council. The money which the 
Board of Education receives for educa- 
tional purposes in Wales is to be handed 


over to the council, and what I want to | 


know is this. Supposing this Welsh 
council does some act which may be 
considered an injustice, or is guilty of 
some neglect of duty, or any of the local 
authorities subject to it commits some 
breach of duty, or any educational 
vagary occurs which may disturb persons 
interested in education in this House, 
to whom are we to refer! Are we to 
refer to the President of the Board of 
Trade? The one person to whom we 
should not refer is the President of the 
Board of Education; he will have done 
his duty when he has handed over the 
money. He cannot take it back or 
control its use. He can smile in the 
presence of inquiry if the 
wonders how the money 


has 


taxpayer | 
gone, | 


or if it is an educationist who wants to | 


know something of the education which is 
being given. Where is the responsibility 
for the action of this council? I may 
say in passing that, fully as I recognise 
the importance of what is called 
co-ordination of all branches of eduea- 
tion in Wales, I believe there is 
nothing that can be done by this 
council which could not have been done 
under the Act of 1902 by means of a 
joint Committee of the various local 
authorities. 


Another small point is the abolition 


the conditions 
of the register are offensive to the 
elementary teacher. The elementary 
teacher is to be considered because 
of the political influence of — the 
Teachers Union, but the — students, 
many of whom are women, are Compara- 
tively insignificant. We know that some 
of these young students will suffer if the 
register is to go, The President of the 
Board of Education was good enough to 
tell me the other day, when I asked what 
compensation was to be given to the 
poor teachers who had given their time 
and money in vain, that the know- 
ledge and experience which they had 
acquived ought to be compensation, — Sup- 
pose that the right hon. Gentleman’s 
constituency at Bristol were distranchised, 
would it be any consolation to him to be 
told that the political experience he had 
acquired contesting the seat and the 
advantages which he had enjoyed in 
informing himself on educational subjects 
during the time he had been in this House 
ought to be compensation? I think 
that this goes beyond a reasonable use 
of the saying that virtue is, or ought to 
be, its own reward, 


I pass over the question of trusts in 
Part II. because that was dealt with by my 
right hon. friend the Member for Dover. 
I will only say that it is a matter which 
will have to be looked into very carefully 
in the Committee stage, because there 1s 
an element in the bill which excites sus- 


| picion as to the mode in which denomina- 


tional endowments may be treated. The 
constitution of the Commission in 


| Section 8 of the Bill and the conditions 


‘naturally anxious 
/are to be dealt 


| schools, or the greater part of them. 


of the register, The abolition of 
the register involves great hardship 
which [I think is hardly — recog- | 


Sir William Anson. 


work make us 

as to how trusts 
with under the Bill. 
The action of this Commission is of 
immense importance to all the voluntary 
The 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of 
the Duchy of Lancaster said yesterday 
that the voluntary schools would be 
certain to get denominational facilities, 
for that was provided under tie Bill. 


under which it is to 
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That is not provided under the Bill. 
There is nothing compulsory in the 
clauses which deal with denominational 
facilities except this, that those facilities 
are not to be given for more than two 
days in the week, and that they are not 
to be given by the recognised teachers 
employed in the schools. As to that 
portion of the Bill, I really wonder that 
any Government should have put such a 
disability on the teacher in a_ Bill 
brought forward on a serious occasion such 
as this. Here are teachers qualified to 
teach the children and willing to teach, 
and because they are the recognised 
teachers of the school they are to be 
kept clear of denominational teaching. 
Really [ call that a piece of meanness, 
I might almost say spite, and [ shall 
look forward with a melancholy interest 
to see how it is to be defended by the 
President of the Board when that portion 
of the Bill comes on for discussion. But 
these facilities are the result of an 
arrangement, and the local authority may 
make an arrangement by agreement and 
canalone initiate such an arrangement, and 
you must remember that many thousands 
of the voluntary schools are held under 
trust, and that many of those trusts are 
trusts for edueational purposes coupled 
with the proviso that the education is to 
he given in accordance with the principles 
of the Church of England. The whole 
chance of an arrangement to carry out 
the purposes of the trust must depend 
on the action of the Commission. What 
are the powers of the Commission? Their 
exercise depends on the initiative of the 
local education authority, which is anxious 
to make an arrangement convenient to 
itself. What are the powers of the 
doard of Education as regards these 
schemes, apart from the Commission ! 
lf a scheme were framed under the 
Charitable Trusts Acts, there would 
be an appeal to the Chancery Division 
and thence to the House of Lords; and 
if a scheme were framed under the 
Endowed Schools Acts there would be an 
appeal to the Privy Council and _ to 
Parliament ; if under the Education Act 
of 1870, enlarged as it was by the 
Endowed Schools Act, there was no 
appeal, but then the Board could only act 
on the initiative of the persons interested 
in the endowment. This Commission 
has to act on the initiative of the local 
authority, and there is to be no appeal 
whatever. Now, what may happen, 
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supposing the Commission choose to con- 
strue a trust as providing that education 
was to be given in accordance with the 
principles of the Church of England ; that 
the Bill made it impossible to do so; but 
that they were bound to give elementary 
education; they could then take the 
school on their own terms. Does 
the Government seriously propose, first 
of all, by the artificial process of the 
enactments in the Bill, to cheapen the 
article they want to procure and then 
to take it on their own terms? There 
is a very broad hint in the Bill that that 
is the course that they could take. If 
that is to be the construction of these 
trust deeds by this Commission, then I 
say good-bye to facilities in thousands 
of cases? At the best, supposing such 
facilities are given, the Bill is tainted 
with inequality. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the President of the Board of Trade 
described the various difficult ecclesi- 
astical, social, and economic questions 
which were involved in any solution of 
this question; and to judge from his 
speeches here and elsewhere it would 
seem that the difficulty was insoluble. 
But the Bill now before the House pre- 
posed to solve it by indicating one sort 
of teaching and one sort only to be paid 
for out of the rates. I ask what sort, 
and is it provided in the Bill! 
It is most curious that the Chancellor of 
the Duchy of Lancaster said that Cowper- 
Temple teaching was provided in the Bill 
and the President of the Board of Eduea- 
tion said that the Cowper-Temple Clause 
provided for the teaching of the common 
principles of Christianity. I want to 
know whether there is any security that 
anything of that sort will be taught 
under the provisions of this Bill. As 
regards the teaching, the Bill proposes 
to solve the question by endowing one 
sort of teaching only out of the rates. I 
ask what sort of teaching, if any? We 
know perfectly well that in many parts of 
Wales no religion of any sort is given. 
and [ believe that it is in an increasing 
number of schools, and more particularly 
in South Wales. 


Mr. 


creasing. 


LLOYD-GEORGE: It is de- 


*Sirn WILLIAM ANSON: [Tam glad 
to hear it; but where no religious teach- 
ing is given the parent is helpless and I 
could take the right hon. Gentleman to 
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a parish in South Wales, where there are 
two schools and no religious teaching 
is given in the county council school, 
while religious teaching is given 
in the voluntary school, and the Non- 
conformist parents send their children 
past the county council school — to 
the voluntary school rather than that they 
should have no religious instruction 
whatever. That means that the working 
classes of this country are averse to secular 
edueation ; but in the rural districts 
they are to be left absolutely helpless 
if the local authorities choose to forbid 
the use of the Bible teaching. But suppos- 
ing we have this Cowper-Temple teaching 
under the Bill, what does it come to? It 
is an absolute negation. If you look at 
the Cowper-Temple clause you will see 
that no religious formularies are to be 
used; but subject to this that any 
doctrine may be taught so long as it is 
not based on a catechism or formulary. 
‘Veaching in regard to the sacrament may 
be given which would satisfy the highest 
Catholic doctrine, or the Gospel story 
may be treated from the point of view of 
a Unitarian or an Agnostic. No doubt, 
there are good syllabuses of instruction, 
but we cannot rely on every local 
authority to provide good syllabuses. 
The existence of the admirable syllabus in 
Hampshire was no excuse for the absence 
of any religious teaching in the county of 
Carmarthen. Then we must consider that 
there are very potent influences on the 
side of the supporters of the Bill who 
desire that Bible teaching should he 
limited to Bible reading. Dr. Clifford, 
for instance, has maintained from time t» 
time that the Bible should heread and that 
the teaching of the Bible should be givenin 
a non-credal-——non-dogmatic form. That 
puts the Bible teaching on a lowcr foot- 
ing than every other kind of teaching. 
Every other kind of teaching given to the 
child isdogmatic. The rules of grammar 
and of spelling are not matters of private 
judgment, uor is the multipheation 
table allowed to be regarded as a series 
of interesting probabilities. In Bible 
teaching alone everything is to be re- 
garded as an open question, And that 
then we must remember that this sort of 
teaching is to be given in the voluntary 
schools which were built for the purpose 
that religious instruction should be given 
in accordance with the principles of a cer 
tain religious society—Anglican, Roman 
Catholic, or what not ; and these buildings 
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are to be taken and diverted from those 
and devoted to a purpose which the hon. 
Member for Liverpool regards as ab- 
solutely hostile to the intentions of 
the founders, and which the hon. 
Member for Leicester regards as perfectly 
useless. Now, I say that the only mode 
of dealing with this question is to 
arrange for absolute equality among all 
denominations as provided for by the 
Act of 1902, There is no doubt that that 
is not the equality provided for by this 
Bill. Ido not suppose that the warmest 
supporters of this Bill will deny that it 
violates the principle of equality, inasmuch 
as it takes the religious teaching which is 
satisfactory to a portion of the community 
and imposes it upon all. Clause 4 is 
anything but satisfactory to those who 
wish for really definite denominational 
religious instruction. It is precarious in 
its operation and depends upon the will 
of the local authority. The right may be 
taken away by a shifting population 
which elects the local authority who 
appoints the teacher. I admit that the 
teacher is given absolute freedom 
to decline to give religious teaching. 
[An Hon. Member: “ Hear, hear.”| 
An hon. Member says “ Hear, hear,” 
but if you employ aman to do a thing 
and he declines to do it while retaining his 
employment, I want to know whether the 
Bill consecrates a violation of contract ! 
Then Clause 4 is not satisfactory 
to the hon. Member for Leicester and 
for a very good reason, Clause 4 does 
away with the one merit of the Cowper- 
Temple clause. The one merit of that 
clause was that it preserved the local 
authorities from internal dissensions as 
to the type of religious instruction which 
they should provide in their schools. 
Anyone who has served upon a county 
council when the question of a sub- 
scription to a voluntary school under 
construction comes up for discussion 
must know that the local authorities may 
spend hours of time and waste temper on 
the question whether they will grant 
this privilege to the four-fifths or not, 
and the subject will furnish material 
for irritating controversy at municipal 
elections. Then it is not satisfactory 


to the hon. Member for Louth, and 
so little is it satisfactory to him that 
he threatened the Government with a 
recrudescence of that form of martyrdom 


I should 
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he sorry to contemplate in the future 
any breach of the law by that very 
respectable body which the hon. Member 
for Louth represents, but I have no doubt 
that if the law is broken the Government 
will take care to enforce it. I shall 
rejoice to see the President of the Board 
of Trade and his colleagues enforcing 
the law under the circumstances. I shal! 
he inclined to remind him of a line which 
| remember from my classic studies— 

“Quis tulerit Gracchos de seditione quer- 
entes.° 

On the other hand, so satisfactory is this 
clause to some hon. Members that the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell wished to 
amend it and make it a necessary part 
of the duty of the local authority to carry 
out the clause, that is to say, the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell wished 
to put the friends of the hon. Member 
for Louth to the necessity of becoming 
“passive resisters,” by enforcing the 
clause upon the different local authorities. 
I cannot think that Clause 4+ redresses the 
real grievance created by the Bill, and I 
cannot think it will be a satisfactory 
topic of discussion among the lecal 
wuthorities of the country. I wish the 
Government joy of the result of their 
efforts to get rid of the useful and whole- 
some provisions of the Act of 1902. 


[ asked just now whether the local auth- 
ority could call upon the teachers to give 
the teaching which is required with refer- 
ence to the special circumstances of Clause 
4, and I want to know what is the real 
meaning of the tests to be applied to 
teachers. I mentioned just now the 
provision of the trust deeds, which no 
doubt impose a disability upon head 
teachers in regard to appointments under 
them. Frankly, I am opposed to that 
limitation. All my life long I have 
been opposed to subscriptions or tests of 
any sort for holding office, but what we 
contested when we were discussing 
the Bill of 1902 was this, that the 
managers of the local authority were 
entitled to ask the teacher whether he 
or she could conscientiously give the 
religious teaching which was engaged 
to be given in the school. I am glad 
to know that that right will not now be 
withdrawn from the employer, but then I 
should like to know what is to become of 
the clause which is supposed to be the 
teacher’s Magna Charta freeing him from 
all religious tests ? 


VOL. CLVI. [Fourtu Sertes.] 
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But to turn to another side of this 
question, if the teacher need not 
teach, and if the parent need not send 
his child, during the hours for religious 
instruction, it is clear that religious 
instruction is to be placed very much 
in the background. The President of 
the Board of Education has said that, 
for the purposes of the law, school at- 
tendance is marked at the beginning of 
the time fixed for secular instruction. 
That is not so, School attendance begins 
at the time fixed for the opeming of the 
school by the local authority. What the 
President was thinking of, perhaps, was 
that the Parliamentary grant is only 
given for secular instruction, and that 
secular instruction always begins after a 
reasonable time has been given for re- 
ligious instruction, and the Board of 
Education will not sanction a by-law 
which does not leave time for religious 
instruction before or after secular in- 
struction. Therefore I cannot under 
stand what is meant by the clause which 
allows the parent to keep his child away. 
The President has said it was sanctioned 
by a by-law that was passed some years 
ago. That is nct so. The parent is 
bound to send his child during the whole 
time that the school is open. But if 
the local authority or the managers are 
satistied by the parent in writing that 
he intends to withdraw his child from 
religious instruction, then the child need 
only attend during the time for secular 
instruction. But this permission is only 
given where the parent desires the child 
to receive religious instruction elsewhere. 
Asthe law now stands it provides that 
the child shall be in school during 
all the school hours. Some years ago a 
local authority framed a by-law which 
defined no time for religious education, 
and only defined a time for secular educa- 
tion. I had some correspondence on the 
matter, and then I submitted it to Lord 
Londonderry, who decided that we could 
not allow a by-law to be passed which 
left no time for religious instruction. 
That is not merely a matter of passing 
interest, because we on this side shall 
absolutely insist that religious instruction 
shall be given during the regular school 
hours. It seems to me that the clause 
taking religious instruction out of the 
time of school hours is one of the 
worst features of the Bill. Something 
has been said as to the rights of the 
parents, and the hon. Member for 
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Leicester said that the parent had no 
right in regard to the religious instrue- 
tion of his child, and that the child had a 
right to demand the protection of the 
State if the parent imposed or required 
religious instruction of which the child 
disapproved. My impression is that if a 
child went to its parent with that view 
and expressed it, the matter would be 
settled otherwise than by argument. 
Dr. Clittord objects to the parent’s having 
any voice in the matter as regards the 
religious education of his children under 
the four-fifths clause. He said the parent 
would be in the position of a plural voter. 
He would have a vote in the election of 
the local education authority, and then 
he wanted a further vote in regard to the 
religious education to be given in the 
school and that this would give him an 
undue privilege. That means, if it means 
anything, that the parent ought to have 
no rights whatever in regard to the 
religious instruction of his — child. 
By-laws wich have prevailed since the 
Act of 1870, approved by the Board of 
Education, give the parent the right to 
insist that religious instruction shall be 
given during the school hours, and to 
withdraw his child from religious instrue- 
tion if the re‘igious instruction given is 
not of the kind which he approves. We 
claim that he should have the opportunity 
of obtaining for his child the religious 
teaching which he desires, That will be 
insisted upon by the Opposition again 
and again during the progress — of 
the Bill. I oppose the Bill, because 
it is a wanton interference with a_settle- 
ment which is working well through- 
out the country, except where political 
efforts are made to disturb it, because 
it imposes injustices on denominations, 
and because it violates the right of 
the parent to decide as to the religious 
instruction of his child. The President 
of the Board of Education has said that 
minorities must suffer. [am obliged to 
the right hon. Gentleman for putting the 
matter so frankly. I understand then 
that the motto of the Nonconformist 
party is “the spoils to the victor.” The 
right hon, Gentleman has given the 
Opposition an excellent weapon for im- 
proving their position in the country, and 
of ceasing to be a minority perhaps earlier 
than would have been the case if the Bill 
had not been introduced. But, minority 
or not, the struggle must goon. There 
is no peace in the Bill. The Opposition 
Sir William Anson. 
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will endeavour to bring into every home 
in England the knowledge of the injustice 
and tyranny which the Bill proposes to 
inflict, and, though we may be beaten in 
this House or even in this Parlia- 
ment, the struggle will not then be 
over. Few as we now are in the House | 
believe we shall win in the end, for our 
cause is the cause of liberty, justice, and 
right. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley): In opposing this Bill, 
the right hon, Baronet used very 
strong language. He spoke of the in 
justice and tyranny which he was going 
to combat. But I am not sure that the 
right hon Baronet, or any one cise, will 
ever devise any Bill dealing with the 
religious difficulty that will not impose 
some injustice and tyranny on some 
denomination. ‘The right hon. Baronet 
began his speech by trying to escape the 
charge made by my hon. friendthe Member 
for North Camberwell that the Act of 
1902 did work considerable injustice as 


hetween different denominations. All 
|the injustices, whether they existed 
before 1902 or not, were magnified 


under the Act of that year by their being 
paid for out of the rates without full 
public control being given, and the right 
hon. Baronet tried to avoid the charge 


| that when the late Government provided 


the expenses of these injustices, they 
ought to have provided for full control. 
Betore [I allude to the question of the 
religious difliculty, [ should like to say that 
I am very sorry the Bill has not dealt 
more widely with the question of second- 
ary education. The only thing it has 
done for secondary education is to remove 
the limit of twopence on the rates. We 
have, after all, had some experience of the 
movement of local authorities in the 
direction of secondary education, and | 
think a sma!l extension might have been 
given, tirst of all by the removal of some 
of the conditions imposed by the Act of 
1902, and secondly by enabling the local 
authority to obtain more control over 
the provided schools. 


Another matter which I am sorry has 
not been more adequately dealt with in this 
Bill is the matter of administrative reform. 
Everyone who knows anything of the work- 
ing of the county councils is aware of the 
ditticulty of administering the Act of 
1902. We are told that by that 
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Act we have municipalised education. | 
At all events, we have officialised it. 
Teachers are now subject to bombard- 
ment by circulars which are so frequent 
that it is impossible for them to keep up 
with the instructions they receive, and 
they are visited by inspectors so numer- 
ous that it is almost impossible for them 
to remember the instructions. It is 
important that some new authority 
s,ould be established which should have 


the management of the schools, and 
which should be able to take some 


amount of responsibility for the adminis- 
tration of education over the area. 
There is the further omission, that I 
must mention, to deal with teachers’ 
training colleges. The Minister for 
Education is probably aware that during 
the course of the debates on the Bill 
of 1902, those of us who were attacking 
the Government at the time came near 
to defeating the then Government on 
the question of the training colleges 
and the abolition of tests in the 
training colleges. We received on 


that occasion most generous treat- 
ment from the House, and at that 


time the House was willing to take a 
considerable step in that direction. I 
think it is right that with regard to that, 
something should be done in this Bill. 
It is most desirable that in some 
way the question of the training and the 
probation of teachers should be brought 
within the four corners of this Bill, 
that we should have some opportunity 
of discussing it, that we should not 
merely be told that the county council 
will do all that is necessary and that we 
are to leave it to them, with the certain 
knowledge that nothing will be done. 


The proposals of this Bill have been 
attacked in two directions. They have 
heen attacked in the first place because 
they establish a new religion. [ am 
surprised that that attack should have 
come from hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
They say it is a tyranny to establish a 
new religion. But if it isa tyranny to 
establish anew religion, [do not see that 
it is not tyranny to continue to maintain 
an old religion. In the second place, they 
attack the Bill because of what they call 
the confiscation of property. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Dover, 
who opened the attack upon the Bill, 
demanded two things. He demanded, in 
the first place, that the State should be 
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neutral towards all denominations in the 
interests of religious liberty, and, in the 
second place,that all denominations should 
have equal treatment and should above 
all be provided with some amount of 
State support I say the State cannot be 
neutral towards all denominations where 
it is providing the opportunity and the 
means by which each denomination is 
to carry on its religious teaching. The 
only way in which it can be neutral is to 
have nothing whatever to do with any 
denomination, but to let each go its own 
way and provide its own means to carry 
on its religious teaching. The second 
demand is from all the supporters of the 
Act of 1902, and the argument is that we 
shall move further in the direction of 
concurrent endowments. It must be 
obvious to everybody who has made a 
study of religious endowments that con- 
current endowment is by no means the 
same thing as religious liberty. In en- 
dowing each religion you are bound to do 
some injustice, and directly you work 
injustice you are establishing grievances 
and hardships; vou are preserving not 
the interests of religion but the interests 
of denominations and sects. I believe 
if this House were to take any further 
step in the direction of concurrent en- 
dowments we should meet with the same 
result as the late Government in their 
Act of 1902. When the extreme view of 
concurrent endowments was put before 
the people, it was condemned by the 
country at large. Obviously, unless the 
principle of concurrent endowments is 
carried to its logical conclusion, it is bound 
to end in injustice, and as we cannot carry 
that principle to its logical conclusic a, the 
President of the Board of Education has 
endeavoured to find another solution. He 
proposes to divide the country into Protest- 
ants and Catholics. I do not think he 
will succeed. The four-fifths clause does 
not carry that out now, and by his 
own proposals the right hon. Gentleman 
does not draw the line,of demarcation 
between the Protestants and Catholics, 
which he admits would be the logieal con- 
clusion, but says that if one section of the 
Catholics of England choose to say that 
they do not accept what is called simple 
Bible teaching, that it is offensive to 
their consciences, then it is a matter of 
justice on the part of the State not to 
press it. But the only alternative is that 
the State shall hold its hand in the case 
of all denominational teaching. It is 


2T 2 
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very extraordinary to me that the right 
hon. Gentleman should have changed his 
mind. I have not the slightest hesitation 
in saying that if the Nonconformists who 
stood in 1870 for secular education had 
stood out we should never have heard of 


Education (England 


the Act of 1902, and we should never | 


have been in the position in which we 
are to-day. The right hon. Baronet 


spoke of there being no peace in this Bill. , 


I do not myself believe there is peace in 
it, and | do not know that any Bill which 
insists upon denominational teaching in 
the schools will ever bring peace to the 
Government and the administration. 
Only one result can come from all these 
controversies, and that is that the State 
shall say that secular education shall 
hold the day. I may, I know, in saying 
this, be accused of religious indifference. 
Lord Hugh Cecil made many appeals to 
the Nonconformists to fight the religious 
indifierence of the day, but I venture to 
say that the question will not be fought 


out by Churchmen and Nonecontor- 
mists standing together to fight it out in 
the schools. If religious indifference | 


exists to-day it exists largely because the 
parent can throw his responsibility very 
largely on the shoulders of the State 
official in the schools. If parents had 
been made to feel their responsibilities 
in this matter from 1870 onward 
day. The hon. Member for North Cambher- 
well, repiving last night tothe hon. Member 
for Leicester, said that if we had secular edu- 
cation the result would be that thousands 
of children would go without religious 
teaching. ‘They might for a short time. 


But is not that the opportunity of the | 
by | 


Church? I believe the throwing 


the parents of their responsibility 
in this matter upon the State and 
the local authorities to be the cause 


of the religious indifference of ‘o-day. 


No; we are going to fight it, as the | 


President of the Board of Trade says, by 
a great raily round the Bible. 


{COMMONS} 


| would 


i this right become a natural right / 


we | 
should not have to fight this question to- | 


We are | 
to have this rally round the Bible, and | 
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received at the hands of those for whom 
it was made has changed the view of a 
very great many Nonconformists, and 
many who were favourable at_ first 
have had their opinions very considerally 
changed. I know, in regard to the 
teacher, at any rate, many would make a 
very determined fight in order to remove 
the test which is bound to be imposed on 
the teacher in order that the intention of 
Clause 4 should be carried through. Ii 
it were to bring peace even for ten years | 
would accept the clause as it stands, but 
if the clause is to become mandatory it 
would change my view and that of many 
of my friends, and I cannot conceive that 
any Government would add to thei 
ditticulties, as they necessarily would, by 
making Clause 4 not optional but 
obligatory. Many Nonconformists who 
would take every opportunity of meet- 
ing legitimate claims, if they were 
allowed to do it at their own free will, 
such a clause 
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never accept as 
this if made obligatory. All these 
aims are based ; that? We are 
cialms are based upoi What. e are 


asked to accept now the indefeasable and 


‘inalienable right of the parent to have his 
children taught in his own religion—yes. 


When did 

In 
the first place, it is not a historic right of 
the Church of England. It is certainly 


but at the public expense. 


inot a historic mght of the Roman 
| Catholic Church. Neither of these two 
churches have ever taught — that. 
It has certainly not been a_ historic 


doctrine of either church that the parents 


had a right to bring their children to be 


taught religion at the expense of the 


State. We admit the right of the 
parent to teach his children religion 
at his own expense, but there is no 
such natural right to have them 
taught religion at the expense of 


the State. We have only had free edu- 
cation since about the year 1890, and it 
was not until then thought that it was the 
natural right of the parent to have 
instruction at the entire expense of the 








State, and certainly that did not include 


we are to have this bible teaching in all 
religious education. If this claim is to > 


the schools. Clause 4 will be a big price 


to give. When I heard my right hon. | be insisted upon we must have some 
friend on the First Reading I thought | justification for it. I have often heard 
that Clause 4 would he a clause that | the claim made, but I have never heard 
could be accepted by us with the intention | an argument in its favour. I have said 
of enabling the Government to get overa | that | do not think this Bill if it becomes é 
very difficult situation. But what kind | an Act is likely to be a permanent settle- c 
of reception has it received? I am| ment, but I do think it is a great and . 
bound to say that the reception it has | valuable step towards the final settlement : 


Mr, Alfred Hutton. 
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of this question, and I can only conclude 
by expressing my firm conviction that the 
difficulty can never be finally settled so 
long as secular education is allowed to be 
mixed up with religious teaching. Jlti- 
mately that settlement will have to come. 


In the meantime I think this Bill will make | 


a very considerable step forward, 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.): I may 
excuse myself for addressing the House 
by saying that I happen to have had a 
somewhat prolonged experience upon this 
subject. 
Legislatures in different countries I have 


witnessed and taken some part in the) | ; 
you must not be impatient with them ; 
| you must rather be anxious in the future 


discussion of problems which arise in 
their concrete form by the association of 


a Protestant majority with a Roman. 


Catholic minority. Long ago I found 
and took my ground upon general prin- 
ciples, and having adhered to that ground 
I was rather pained when I heard from 
the lips of the Minister of Education the 
other day a statement with reference to 
the rights of minorities which I am 
afraid was susceptible of another, and 
what seemed to me in the connection in 
which he used it the natural and obvious 
interpretation. Speaking of the question 
between Roman Catholics and Jews, it 
might be, and the various Protestant 
denominations, he said— 
“All minorities must suffer. It is the badge 
of their tribe.” 
Well, Sir, some suffering may some- 
times be inevitable in the carrying out 
of some measure of great public policy 
which the majority of the nation be- 
lieves to be essential to its progress | 
or its existence. ‘That suffering ought | 
as far as possible to be avoided, but 
for my part my belief is as I expressed 
it twenty years ago in a_ Protestant | 
community, somewhat different from the 
tone and the sentiment of the right hon. 
Gentleman, I may venture to quote it | 
because it represents the ground I took | 
long before, which I have maintained | 
ever since, and which I hold to-day— | 
“Being strong we ought to be what the | 
strong should always be, generous to the | 
weak ; measure full, heaped up and running 
over, is the measure to be given by the strong 
to the weak; and by so acting we will ex- 
emplify true Christian principles; we will | 
exemplify true Liberal naga yond we will do | 
our best for the promotion of true Christian- 


ity, and for the spread of the Gospel.” 


Those are the general views with which 
[approach all questions of this descrip- 


{8 May 1906} 


For forty sessions in three | 


do to-day. 
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| tion. This is an English Bill and we are 
| concerned here mainly for Irish Catholics 
| who have brought with them, from the 
| country from which they sprang, sad 
| traditions of those evil days to which I 
| have referred, and who are naturally 
jealous to the last degree of their religious 
rights, and suspicious of any interference 
with them. I say that is a natural 
jealousy ; it is a natural suspicion ; it isa 
jealousy and a suspicion which you ought 
to respect, and as far as possible avert in 
the course of your legislation. They 
know what interference brought them in 
the past, and this feeling is in their blood 
and you must aot quarrel with them ; 


to give them no excuse or pretence for 
imputing evil motives about what you 
Do your part and do it in 
such a form that you may help to ob- 
literate those sad memories, and create 
in them a confidence that you will respect 
their convictions. ‘Those in the country 
of the Irish race, for whom we speak, are 
mainly of the poor and lowly. ‘They are 
of the toilers whose share of this world’s 
goods is small, and perhaps for that 
reason they look to joys that are to 
come. Now J will make no attempt to 
deal extensively with them, or to touch 
at all upon some of the topics which are 
to be debated on this Bill. I would say 
with regard to an observation made by 
the hon. Member who preceded me, that 
he seemed to have somewhat forgotten, in 
his declamation against parental rights 
to have some voice in the education 
of their children, that that education has 
been made compulsory by the State, and 
he seemed to have forgotten that after 
all a parent is a member of the State— 
that he contributes to the taxes of the 


State, that he contributes to the rates 
}and that it is out of his taxes and his 


rates that the State is maintaining the 
system of education, whatever it may be, 
which is made compulsory upon that 
parent. He does not call for a subsidy, 
but claims that he shall be assisted to per- 
form the duty which the State has made 
compulsory and which the State has 
undertaken to perform according to its 
own fashion. In the debate of 1902 my 
hon. friend the Member for East Mayo 
made a courageous and memorable speech. 
He then pointed out that as an inevitable 
consequence of that measure a share of 
the public control would be demanded 
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and would be obtained as the result of 
the system of public and compulsory 
education propounded in the Bill. The 
hon. Member for East Mayo proposed an 
Amendment in that direction, but his 
voice was not listened to by those in 
whose interests the Bill of 1902 was 
passed ; but, nevertheless, his voice spoke 
the truth, for we are now face to face 
with the position which has heen rendered 
inevitable by concrete facts. A situation 
was created by the Bill of 1902 which 
has to be met and dealt with to-day, and, 
therefore, the hon. Member for East 
Mayo’s view has so far been verified. 
is, however, not so much that simple 
proposition, but the extent and the 
character and the methods of interference 
and the inadequacy of the safeguards in 
respect of which we believe the Bill is 
fundamentally vicious and will trench 
unwarrantably on the rights of the 
minority for whom we speak. I am go- 


It | 


{COMMONS} 





ing to confine my remarks to some of the | 
aspects of Clause 4 and the alteration | 
to a compulsory form which the right | 


hon. Gentleman deprecated most emphati- 


cally while at the same time he averred | 
that he did not believe it would make a | 


difference in a single school, which meant 
that in every school area the clause would 
be put into operation, If it would be put 
into operaticn voluntarily what object 
is there in making that clear and plain 
which is going to happen everywhere ! 


That is what Parliament shall be—the 
law. We are strongly of opinion that it 


is essential to the security of that 


| think 
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the greatest extremity of bitterness 
between religious denominations, and dis- 
turbing the general peace and progress 
of the country and all political combina- 
tions, I rejoice that an agrecment was 
made between those two provinces under 
which the overwhelming Catholic 
majority of one province agreed to 
respect the rights and dissensions of the 
majority by making equal laws for each. 
It was agreed that that should be made a 
fundamental element of the constitution. 
I agree that there are not the same 
elements of finality here as in Canada; 
but such elements of finality as you have 
you had better use, and the first of those 


elements is to determine the initial 
question, and to say that in cases 
in’ which you determine that there 


ought to be the right given in certain 
circumstances it shall be given. There 
is the suggested objection that there 
may be on some of the local com- 
mittees cranks who will object, but 
whatever strength there is in that 
argument is infinitesimal compared with 
the evil of sending it as a firebrand to 
the country, and the bitter struggles 
which what you have proposed will create. 
Do what you think is right, and if you 
this is not a right clause then 
reject it; but if you think it is right and 


| just to the Roman Catholic minority that 


| which 


minority, which in various parts of the | 


country will have to fight these battles 


under the protection of this clause, that | 
that protection should be made absolutely | 


operative. We believe this to be no less 
important to the whole community. 
believe that to leave the question whether 
that clause should come into force or not 
to the judgment of each council or local 
authority, which under this clause is to 


We! 


| other complications to which I 


exercise judgment upon the question, | 


would be to throw 


into the hands of | 


the bigots and zealots, and those who | 


delight in religious controversy, a fire- 


opinion of the locality ? 


brand ready to hand to be used for local | 


purposes in local elections, and this 
would create difliculties of all descriptions. 


Nothing could be more injurious to the | 
peace of those communities than to leave 


this as a wholly permissive clause. In 
my own country of Canada, after struggles 
of the most desperate character, involving 


Mr, Blake. 


there should be such a provision, then use 
all your power to enact it. The view 
the President of the Board of 
tducation expressed in introducing this 
Bill rather added to than relieved my 
disquietude when the clause was read 
first, because he said— 

‘“T admit it is asking these minorities to 
trust in the generosity, the equitableness and 
the fair-..indedness of the local authority.” 

[ daresay in many cases that will be 
justified, but I know not how far those 
have 
referred may arise. The right hon. 
Gentleman said— 

* Public opinion would resent any obstructive 
withholding of the permissive privilege.” 

What public opinion? The public 
If so, then the 
difficulty would not arise. Does he mean 
the public opinion of the country at large 
to be made operative by discussion in 
this House and another Act of Parlia- 
ment? We know the difficulty of pass- 
ing an Act of Parliament to protect a 
Catholic minority against a Protestant 
majority, and it would not be very 
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readily operative. The 
Gentleman went on to say— 
“But they might truly say that it is left 
to their judgment even in the case of a four- 
fifths majority, whether or no; and therefore 
in canvassing, in election, in discussion, each 


right hon. 


rural area has this question in its own hands.” | 


The right hon. Gentleman also pointed 
out that although he believed in justice and 
generosity, that the question was really 
in their own hands, and that it was for 
them in their own individual cases and 


with reference to their own community to | 


judge and to decide. Those difficulties 
that I felt and which I now entertain 


have heen assuaged in one sense by the | 
right hon, Gentleman’s speech to the | 


Jewish deputation, in which he said— 


“Assuming the provisions of Clause 4, 
with reference to non-provided schools, to be 


illusory (and of course if they were illusory | 
they would be a fraud) the Jewish body would | 


henetit more largely than any other body ; but 


it was pointed out that it was not a complete | 
protection because it was not obligatory on the | 


local authority to ascertain the facts.” 


So far the right hon. Gentleman is | 


accurate. The right hon. Gentleman 


has imposed the duty upon the local | thi 
: | sideration.” 


authorities to make local inquiry for 
the purpose of ascertaining the facts, 
namely, the percentage of persons of one 
persuasion as compared with another, 

“Tf four-fifths of the parents of the children 
desire facilities it was an obligation upon the 
local authorities,” 


These are ambiguous words; I do) 
| permissive. 


not know what obiigation the right hon. 
Gentleman means. 

“ Of course, the local authority, if so minded 
might disregard the fair intention and the 
nature, and obstinately hold aloof from doing 
anything further.” 

Now, Sir, the right hon. Gentleman 
acknowledges that may happen. He has 
described his interpretation of the statute. 
If itis the fair intention of the statute 


that in any case in which the conditions | 
prescribed by Clause 4 are found to exist | 


the local authority shall agree, then what 
is the difficulty in saying that they shall 
agree ? 


‘*He would take care that their view that a | 


statutory obligation should be imposed upon 
the loeal authority to do its duty was put 
before his colleagues.” 

And he went on to point out that there 
was some difficulty in dealing with local 
authorities and that he did not know 


what the remedy would be, and so on. If | 


the right hon. Gentlemen, with all the 


{8 May 1906} 
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[ authority he has and all the authority 
| with which he! may ask Parliament to 
|invest him—if this Imperial Parliament 
| is unable to deal with the local authori- 
| ties, how does he expect the poor Roman 
| Catholics to deal with the Protestant 
majority in the locality affected ? Then 
the right hon. Gentleman said-— 


“Tt was hard to believe that any great local 
authority could be so bigoted as to disregard 
| this statutory duty, he would not say obliga- 
tion, imposed upon them for the education of 
the country.” 


Well, if it is a statutory duty, let us 
| make it plain it is a statutory duty ; that 
is all we ask. Make it clear that it is 
what the right hon. Gentleman describes 
‘it to be. If it is a statutory duty then 
they have to perform it. The right hon. 
| Gentleman at present leaves it to their 
free decision whether they should perform 
it or not. 


“He was sanguine enough,” he said, “to 


believe that no local authority would refuse to 
Jews, Roman Catholics or Churchmen the full 
| advantages of the parliamentary grant which 
Parliament intended them to receive. At the 
same time there was considerable substance in 
this point, and he would give it careful con- 


I am sure that consideration has been 
given to this point, and I hope that the 


}communication which the right hon. 
Gentleman said he would make to his 


colleagues has been made, and we will be 
greatly velieved if we learn that the 
clause is to be made mandatory instead of 
The right hon. Gentleman 
then went on to deal with the question of 
the teachers. I am not at this moment 
dealing with that point. I am now 
dealing with the question whether Clause 
4 should be mandatory or permissive, 


and I submit to the House that in the 


interest of the local authorities, in the 
interest of the Roman Catholic community, 
in the interest of the peace of the country, 
it is desirable not to throw this bone ot 
contention into every place to which the 
clause may be applicable, but, if Parliament 
has decided that it is the duty of the local 
authorities on certain conditions to use 
the clause, to make that plain and clear 
by stating it in the enactment. 


I now come to the percentage limit ; the 
number in each school is not shown, and 
we have only general results of which we 

/ean produce the average. The only true 
thing to be said of the average is that it 
| does not properly represent any one actual 
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case. We cannot tell in how many of 
the schools there may be a question above 
or below four-fifths, and the same obser- 
vation may be made of the population 
limit of 5,000. These are considerations 
that require careful study before they 
can be exhaustively discussed. I only 
mention this as a consideration which it 
is necessary to take into account before we 
can realise the real importance either of 
the percentage limit or the population 
limit suggested. To my mind, and I say 
it at once, the percentage limit appears to 
be too high. Again, as to the exclusion 
of rural areas, I see no reason for the 
exclusion. ‘There exists a provision for 
the neces-itv§ of establishing a con- 
venient possibility of interest in another 
school as an element for the applica- 
tion of the fourth clause and that con- 
venience is bound to be ascertained by 
the local authority. If that convenience 
is not available in the rural area it will 
exclude the rural area just as it excludes 
the urban, but if it is available in the rural 
area then [ see no reason why the rural 
area should be specially excluded from 
the operation of the clause. It seems an 
invidious exclusion as well as useless. — It 
seems a restraint without any reason at 
all for it. I, at all events, see no reason 
for it. Then I hold that there is of 
iecessity an element of considerable im- 
portance in the question of the census 
proportion. It is known that the working 
population of the country, and what in- 
cludes perhaps more than their proportion 
of the population—the [rish population 
—is from the necessity of the case migrat- 
ory. It is one of the hardships of their 
lot that they cannot conceive a home of 
their own. They may be divorced from 
their surroundings and obliged to find new 
homes, following the course of industry 
from time to time. We have there- 
fore to deal with a migratory  popu- 
lation, and that migration may result in 
the proportion’s being slightly disturbed 
one way or another at short intervals. 
Do you propose to unsettle things by 
having every year or every few months 
afresh census or a fresh inquiry, and if 
you find it is one below the four-fifths are 
you to disturb everything and upset 
everything, or do you propose that once 
established the right shall remain for a 

reasonable period? I think that the 
argument of convenience and practica- 
bility points to a considerable element of 
permanence in the settlement of the 


Vr. Blake. 
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question once it is settled, and that 
disturbance should only be at reasonable 
and long interval. I come now to the 
other point on which the local authority 
is to decide, and that is the question of 
convenient attendance for those who may 
be excluded by the school’s keeping the 
original character which it has and which 
it is intended to retain, Therefore, you 
get a concrete question. You have one 
question the effect of which I have already 
alluded to, namely, the existence of the 
proportion of the children belonging to 
the several schools. You come next to 
the question whether there is convenient 
attendance, and even if there exists that 
proportion, even if a school is so con 
stituted as to be practically almost a 
homogenous school as in the case of a 
Roman Catholic, a Jewish, or a Church 
of England school—even so, the general 
minority, though here in the individual 
case the overwhelming majority of the 
local population, is to suffer unless it turns 
out that convenient school places can be 
obtained elsewhere at a convenient 
distance for the small minority. On that 
subject there is to my mind a difficulty in 
the Bill in that it dees not provide for an 
appeal to the central authority from the 
judgment of the local authority on the 
question of convenience of access. It 
affords a more convenient loophole than 
the question of the application or non- 
application of the clause when the per- 
centage of the school population has been 
ascertained, This question of convenience 
is one point on which it is very easy to 
differ, and I think that more careful and 
more unbiassed consideration—a con 
sideration better calculated to do justice— 
would be ensured if the determination of 
the local authority on this question of con- 
venience were not final but made subject 
to an appeal to the central authority, 


Now, I come to the finally excluded 
schools. If my suggestions as to the redue- 
tion of the proportion of scholars and as to 
the reduction of the population of the area 
be adopted—vague and general as I have 
made them, for I am dealing with prin- 
ciples and not with details which are more 
appropriate for the Committee stage—it 
these suggestions are adopted the number 
of excluded schools might be much 
reduced ; but whatever the number might 
be it is considerable at present, and I hold 
that in conformity with those principles 
to which I alluded in my opening remarks 
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it is fitting that those finally excluded 
schools, if they prefer to retain what those 
who built them believed to be vital in 
their character as Roman Catholic schools, 
shall continue to retain that character. 
If they prefer that they shall not come 
under the Act and be acquired by the 
local authority, I hold that they have 
not forfeited their right at any rate as 
parents to their share of the rates, or their 
rights as parents even to what | would 
call a generous capitation grant. There- 
fore, I hold that they ought not to be left 
absolutely destitute as the Bill at present 
proposes to leave them. 


I leave now all the questions connected | 


with this branch of Clause 4 and I turn to 
what, after all, is more vital still—more 


vital than the question of “shall” for | 


“may.” I turn to the question of the 
appointment of teachers, because that is 
the root of the whole matter. What is 
wanted is that a school shall retain its 
existing character asa Church of England 
school, as a Jewish school, or as a Roman 
Catholic school. What must be acknow- 
ledged is that it cannot substantially and 
effectively retain that character unless the 
teachers are such as to give confidence to 
those 
school, and that being so, it must 
he acknowledged it is plain that there 
ought to he more security for the parents’ 


right to have the teachers such as will | 
keep the school of the character which | 


it now is and which it is intended hy 
the provisions of the Act to retain. I 
think the importance of this question 
cannot be exaggerated, I think that 
there ought to be a provision for a 
parents’ committee with a negative or 
an atlirmative voice in the choice of the 
teachers. Remember that you are hoping 


to make provision for what will last, if | 


not in 
time, 

local authority will perform merely the 
displeasing duty of displacing teachers 
trom year to year, from month to month, 
or from week to week ; and there will 
be, in numerous areas, cases in which 
there will be places to be filled up Leeause 
of teachers becoming ill or dying or from 
other causes. Now, there ought to he 
solue provision with reference to the 
choice of the teachers to fill these 
vacancies, and T have suggested such a 
provision, I am glad to know, quoting 
once again from the valuable speech of 


perpetuity, for a considerable 


{8 May 1906} 


who send their children to the | 


It is a provision by which the | 
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the Minister of Education to the Jewish 
deputation, that the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s view is that as regards the inten- 
tion of the statute with regard to the 
Jewish teachers, the words in Clause 4 
will require strengthening. He said— 

“With regard to the Jewish teachers the 
words of Clause 4 might require strengthening ; 
but the intention was that the schools should 
be carried on just as they were now—that was 
to say not merely for a long time, but for so 
long as the arrangement lasted. He agreed 
that there was a loophole, for any amount of 
pig-headed obstinacy, and denouncing bigotry, 
and jealousy, and unfairness, but it was cer- 
| tainly the intention of the clause that the 
| teachers should remain the same as they were, 
| those who were alone qualified to vive the par- 
ticular religious instruction which hitherto had 
been given in the school.” 





be made good. I only demand practical 
security with reference to the future that 
these words shall be made good. As to 
methods that is a matter for Committee ; 
but I think it can only be by the parents 
| having a voice in the choice of the 
teachers. There is a lack also, I think, 
in the provision for taking over new 
schools in the event of population increas- 
|ing in districts. Besides the natural 
| growth of places by industrial enterprise 
| there are other changes and shiftings of 
| population, and while some towns have 
| fallen away others have grown, and in 
| dealing any way worthily with this ques- 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| I only demand that these words should 
| 
| 
| 


tion you must consider the rise of a new 
population which would require the same 
rights and protection as is given to exist- 
ing schools by this clause. [I venture to 
suggest, therefore, that the clause is 
entirely defective in point of security, and 
leaves the Biil in a condition in which 
it is obviously not adequate, the object 
being, as I hope it is, by a reasonable 
measure to settle this question for a 
reasonable time, and so relieve this House 
from such discussions as the one we are 
now engaged in. i earnestly hope that the 
ditticulties to which I have alinded and 
others which I have deliberately ab- 
stained from presenting to the House 
upon this occasion may be met at 
some further stage by the right hon. 
Gentleman and his colleagues. — For 
us these defects are at present insuper- 
able. They are defects particularly 
as to the choice of teachers, which affect 
the rigats and consciences of those 
for whom we speak; they are defects 
which it is impossible for us to overlook ; 
they are defects, therefore, which render 
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it impossible for me, at any rate at this 
‘tage, to vote for the Second Reading. 
But, I hope tha’, by continuing the 
discussion in the tone adopted by the 
hon. Member for the Scotland Division, 
in a temper moderate and firm, the 
day may come at some later stage of 
the bill that we may enter a different 
verdict upon the Bill. 


*Mr. MACLEAN (Bath): Iam bound 
to say that, judging from what we have 
heard, the speeches of hon. Gentlemen on 
the opposite side of the House have been 
based on the assumption that no general 
election took place in January last, 
and that the question of education 
has never been brought before the 
electorate. I had a great deal to do 
with that election in the West of England, 
and Lam sure that had it not been for 
the education question we should not 
have had such a large majority in that 
part of the country. Gne would imagine 
that we were appicaching the day of the 
tyranny of minorities rather than that of 
the tyranny of majorities. Hon. Gentle- 
men opposite have evidently refused to 
accept the logic of a stricken field. What 
did the last election decide? It decided 
definite:y and clearly that there must be 
popular control of public schools, and 
that there should be one class of school ; 
that there should be no religious tests, 
and no denominational teaching at the 
public expense. After all, the Bill is 
contained in Clause 1, from which follow 
the three points which were, as I have 
said, decided at the last election. After 
all, what has been declared by some hon. 
Members to be impossible, is a thing 
which has happened. “The  impos- 
sible has clothed itself in fact, and 
gone through the hollow mockery of 
heing done.” There is not the least doubt 
that Bible teaching in the schools has been 
a success for thirty-six years. One would 
think that it had Leen suggested fer the 
first time that there should he simple Bible 
teaching. With regard to the opposition 
which ccmes from the Irish Nationalists, 
I have been deeply impressed with the 
eloquence and sincerity of the appeals 
made from time to time from the Irish 
benches to the Liberal benches— that the 
Liberal Party should trust them. In 
what way are they prepared to trust the 
democracy of this country wath regard to 
the education question! | venture to 
say that the basis on the Ministerial side 

Mr, Blake. 
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of the House is that of the citizen. We 
do not want unfair or unjust religious 
privileges for any sect or religious denom- 
ination. The position we take up is that 
of citizenship, and I appeal to our Nation- 
alist friends opposite to join with us in 
granting to the democracy of England 
that trust which they have asked the 
democracy of England to grant to them. 
I venture to think that this Bill is con- 
ceived on broad lines and in a spirit of 
liberal compromise. | am quite pre- 
pared in the interests of peace to settle 
this question and to further any reason- 
able suggestion which may be made. 
Suppose, after all, these attempts at agree- 
ment fail as the Bill stands, there is a 
possibility of the matter being effectively 
and economically dealt with by the 
provision of schools of the State in_ place 
of schools belonging to denominations. 
By one clause a million of money is pro- 
vided. By Clause 28 the time for repay- 
ment of the horrowed money is extended 
to sixty years and the money can be 
borrowed at 34 per cent. I have made a 
calculation and I find that within that 
pericd by using that million we can 
provide fully £25,C00,000, which will he 
quite sufficient to supply adequate schcols 
throughout the land which will be at 
the disposal of the people at all times. 
Such schools will be a magnificent national 
asset, and will be open to the } eople at all 
times, including Saturdays and Sundays. 
We on this side earnestly desire a settle- 
ment of this great question. We want to 
learn on which side of the question the 
most truth lies and to arrive at a proper 
and just solution. I give hen. Members 
on the other side credit for a similar 
feeling. I believe in the sense ci 
the House on this question. But 
there is something greater than that. 
The spirit of the House has } een handed 
down for hundreds of years ; it broods 
and hovers over the House in the desire 
to find out what is best for the nation at 
large. When we descend from thi 
heights of a Seccnd Reading debate into 
the valley of hand grips in Committee 
we shall, I hope, proceed in a spirit ot 
compromise. We have been sent here, 
not as delegates in the interests of any 
particular section, but to look after the 
gocd of the community as a whole. 


*Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) : 
I wish to address some remarks to the 
House as I happened to be for tive years on 
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the London School Board, and to have 
fought two School Board elections upon a 


Education (England 


question closely associated with this Bill. | 
We were promised that by this Bill we | 


might get into the calm sea of a final 
settlement, but if we have been before 
in the choppy waves of the Channel, 
the Bill promises to bring us_ into 
Atlantic rollers. I had some confidence, 
and I have some confidence still, in the 
fairness of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Minister for Education, and I cannot 
bring myself to believe that he is mainly 
responsible for the more contentious 
clauses of this Bill: I think they are 
rather to be attributed to the President of 
the Board of Trade and some of his 
colleagues. At any rate, much as | 
deplore having to tight this Bill, we can- 
not let judgment go by default. There 
is one thing upon which I may congratu- 
late the right hon, Gentleman the Minister 
for Education, and that is that this 
Bill does at any rate attempt to 
make some provision for religious teach- 
ing. We have heard speeches in favour 
of purely secular education, but I look 
with greatest apprehension of any pro- 
posal of that kind, and I think many of 
uson both sides of the House would agree 
in opposing it. I cannot believe that 
writers who assert, as I saw stated 
in a socialistic organ the other 
day, that socialistic reforms are far 
more important than religion, have 
really gauged where their opinions will 
lead them to. It is much too serious a 
matter for a country to be without 
religious teaching or religion altogether 
to believe that this House would assent to 
it for a moment. Lock at the state of 
things in France, where, I believe, even 
the fables of La Fontaine are forbidden 
Wherever they mention the name 
of God. We do not know what will 
happen to future generations, let alone to 
the nation itself, if we allow the people 
to grow up without any adequate sense 
of national, moral, and religious responsi- 
bility, and without religious teaching. 
What are we offered by this Bill ? 
The Bill will set up an undenominational 
religion which is to be made the standard 
religion of the country, and which is to be 
patented, as it were, by the Government. 
if you are going to force down the 
throats of many of His Majesty’s subjects 
a religion of which they disapprove, it 
seems to me to be on a level largely with 
the intolerance of the Middle Ages. 


{8 May 1906} 


and Wales) Bill. 1218 


| Consider the case of a poor man 
who believes in definite religious teach- 
mg. A rich man can afford to send 
his son to a school where that definite 
religious teaching is given, but the 
/poor man has no other choice than to 
accept for his son teaching with which he 
is dissatisfied, or else under the conscience 
clause to withdraw his son altogether from 
religious teaching. This, I repeat, is an 
attempt to force down the throats of our 
fellow-subjects one form of religious teach- 
ing. Such a course was not approved by 
so great an authority as Mr. Gladstone, 
who, writing to Bishop Hamilton, said he 
was not friendly to the idea of constrain- 
ing by law either the total or the partial 
suppression of conscientious differences in 
religion, with a view to fusion of different 
sects, whether in church or school, and that 
he believed that the free development of 
conviction was on the whole the system 
most in favour both of truth and of charity. 
That is a definite statement, and it seems 
entirely opposed to the principles of this 
Bill. What, after all, is this unde- 
nominational teaching? It is to vary 
with the whim of every _ local 
authority. [“No.”] Yes, the local 
education authority has the power to 
impose a syllabus or not just as it pleases. 


We do not know whether this unde- 
nominational teaching includes — the 


Apostles Creed, and this kind of und- 
nominational teaching is to be given only 
at the mercy of the local education 
authority. Of course, you may have a good 
local education authority. ‘The President 
of the Board of Edueation quoted the 
Hampshire County Council as a model 
under the present law. That is so; it 
does its utmost to carry out the existing 
law to the best effect. 


THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
EDUCATION (Mr. Birrety, Bristol, 
N.): There are many others just as 
good as the Hampshire County Council, 
but I only quoted that one. 


*Mr. EVELYN CECIL: Quite so, but 
there are many county councils who 
do not go so far as the Hampshire 
County Council, and 1 have taken 
the trouble to obtain its regulations. 
I should like to know whether a large 
number of the local education authorities 
would make any regulation that the 
schools shall begin each morning with 
prayer, including the Lord’s Prayer. 
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Subject to the Conscience Clause, religious 
teaching is compulsory in the schools. 


Is every local authority likely to agree to | 


that ? In the second place, there is a 
regulation which provides that no teacher 


shall be called upon to give religious in- | 


struction if he has a conscientious objec- 
tion, and if there is no teacher available 
for that purposea teachershall becalled in 
from outside to give religious instruction. 
I should like again to know whether all 
educational authorities will acqiiesce in 
that / Will they allow outside teachers to 
be engaged to give religious instruction 
where a teacher in the school has a 
conscien ious objection to giving it? Is 
a third regulation of the Hampshire 
County Council, requiring an annual 
inspection in religious instruction one 
to which all local educational authori- 
ties are likely to agree? I shall 
be glad to hear it is, but I venture 
to say there are many educational 
authorities that will not go so far as the 
Hampshire County Council. That being 
so, lam afraid we cannot guarantee that 
the denominational teaching which is 
to be given by this Bill will be a fixed 
quantity. It will bea variable quantity 
dependent upon the views of the edu- 
cational authority. There are some 
local authorities which will not have 
any religious teaching at all. At the 
time I was fighting a very acute school 
board election in London in 1897—— 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell) : 
And got very badly treated. 


*Mr. EVELYN CECIL: I beg the hon. 
Member’s pardon, I came out second on 
the poll. 


Dr. MACNAMARA : I was referring to 
your Party. 


*Mr. EVELYN CECIL: The interrup- 
tion is quite irrelevant. At the time 
that election was going on official figures 
were quoted which showed that there 
were 320 school boards in Wales. Of 
those, sixty-two forbade religious teach- 


ing altogether, and 118 only allowed , 


the Bible to be read without hint, note, 
or comment. That, I suppose, is to 
be the kind of arrangement to be per- 
mitted by this Bill. It may be that 
under this Bill the local education 


Mr. Evelyn Cecil 
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authority will refuse to make any terms 
with the managers of the non-provided 
schools and will refuse to give religious 
teaching in any school it builds itself. 
The position is very unfair. It is a 
position we must fight to the bitter end, 
and I regret to think that it is even con- 
templated in this Bill, f do not think 
hon. Gentlemen opposite fully realise 
how deeply we feel upon this subject. 
I am not speaking as what 1s called an 
extreme High Churchman. I am no: 
that. But I do think that definite 
religious instruction is a fundamental 
portion of education, and it is not 
a thing you can sell or barter for 
maintenance of fabrics or for handsome 


rentals out of public funds. It is far 
more important. We claim that it 
is an alienable right which belongs 
to parents just as much as the mght 
hon. Gentleman will admit free edu- 
cation is. Something has been said 
already, and I should like to say 
something more upon the fact that 
no teacher need show the slightest 


competence to teach religion, He need 
not even believe! What other country 
ever had such a _ notion as_ that ’ 
In secular education we are insistent 
that the teacher who teaches history, 
geography, or any other subject, shall 
qualify himself by the most stringent 
examination. In religious teaching, on 
the other hand, teachers need not neces- 
sarily believe. They are not to be asked 
if they believe. The other day I was told 
of a case where a boy asked his teacher 
with regard to some religious dogma in 
which he had been instructed, “Sir, is 
that true ?” and he was told, “* You may 
believe it if vou like, but I don’t.” 
Such an answer as that was enough to 
shatter the religious convictions of every 
bov in the class. The right hon. Centle- 
man the President of the Board of Educa- 
tion said the other day that he had been 
struck by the secular atmosphere of 
the voluntary schools. Does he suppose 
that teaching such as this is likely to 
lessen the secular atmosphere in any 
degree? I like denominational teaching 
because it secures in many cases the 
continuity of the atmosphere of home 
and school life. Imagine a family where 
| at home a child is imbued with the idea 
ithat he ought to go to church on 
Sunday and when he goes to school 
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he finds the idea of going to a place of 
worsh p is altogether discredited! I do 
not sav that is always the case, but it is 
sometimes the case. Does any hon. 
Gentleman think that such an answer as 
I just now mentioned, “ You can be- 
lieve it if you like, but I don’t,” is 
likely to encourage that idea ? 

With regard to the Bill itself I want 
to observe in the first place that it is 
rather remarkable that it does not touch 
the secular clauses of the Act of 1902. 
I am glad that it does not, because it 
the Government pay a_ great 
tribute to the secular clauses of that Act. 
I suspect that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Minister for Education hardly 
realised when he distributed Liberal 
leaflets throughout the country at the 
time of the election how good an Act 
the Act of 1902 really was, With regard 
to the finances of the Bill,we are to pay 
£1,000,000 of money under Clause 12. 


shows 


Who is going to benefit by that? Who 
gets his value for his money? I can- 


not see that anybody is going to 
benefit except the Nonconformists. 
We do not want to spend all this money 
in this way. We would much prefer 
to leave the law as it is. We would 
welcome what we believe to be the 
remedy for the one grievance of the 
Nonconformists—I have said so before 
in this House—to provide for them 
whatever religious teaching they desire 
in all the schools in the country. But 
if that is to be done, let us spend 
the £1,000,000 in doing it. Why spend 
it, not in educational efficiency in any 
sense, but merely to give value for 
their money to sone of the Party opposite, 
and a large proportion of the ratepayers 
and the taxpayers—I would say the 
large majority, are people who object 
to this undenominational teaching. Some 
speakers have criticised our attack on 
the clause interfering with the trust 
deeds. In this country trust deeds are 
generally considered — binding. Hon. 
Members were surprised at the use of 
such terms as “ fileching away” and 
“ conti-cation,” but I do not think they 
can appreciate our standpoint. 


tain these schools. Let hon. Gentlemen 
opposite put themselves in the position 
ef a donor to a hospital—or take my- 


self, "give a handsome donation to a/| 
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been encouraged by the State to main- | 
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particular hospital, and continue to do 
so for a number cf years to encourage 
the management of that hospital. I have 
no right whatever at the end of, say, 
twenty years arbitrarily to transfer that 
management into entirely different hands. 
I gave those subscriptions to encourage 
the management of the hospital! in the 
manner in which it had been carried on, 
and when people have given donations to 
voluntary schools they have done so on 
the same condi'ions. It is not suggested 
that when Parliamentary grants were 
given to voluntary schools they were not 
given to encourage the management of 
the schools in the old way, and no one 
would have supposed that the State in 
supporting those schools was going to say 
that the education must be given in a 
different way. But now the right hon. 
Gentleman comes forward to set aside all 
provisions and trust deeds if the local 
education authority see fit, and to give 
the schools over to purposes which they 
were expressly founded to avoid. 

Then upon the question of facilities. 
There are to be no facilities in Council 
schools. Why not / Is there any reason 
for setting up two sets of schools? In 
one set you are not to have any facilities 
under any circumstances. In the other, 


the existing denominational — schools. 
you may have these facilities under 


certaincircumstances. I believe facilitics 
aie practicable everywhere. The hope 
has been expressed by the hon. Member 
for South Longford and other hon. Mem- 
bers that the right hon. Gentleman would 
see his way to make Clause 4 mandatory. 
That is the only way to deal with it. If 
Clause 4 is to be dropped, as I think one or 
two hon. Members have suggested, I 
can only promise them that that will 
ensure that this Bill will not be a final 
settlement at all, but a most complete 
declaration of war on the part of the 
Governmeit against denominational 
teaching. If it is the desire of the 
Government to make some endeavour to 
effect a final settlement, I would urge 


them not to listen to any such suggestion 


as dropping Clause 4. I do not think 
that the fizure four-fifths has any special 
virtue, and I would refer the right hon. 
Gentleman to Clause 27 of the ill-fated 
Government Bill of 1896 in which he will 


| find that the words are not “ fou--fifths ” 


but a “ reasonable number.” I hope the 
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right hon. Gentleman will accept the sub- 
stitution of ‘‘ a reasonable number” for 
“four-fifths.” I object still more 
emphat-cally to the clause which provides 
that this denongnational teaching shall not 
be given in school hours. That is one of 
the provisions of the Bill to which I have 
the most resolute and strenuous objection. 
What is to happenif vou put this teaching 
out of school hours ? Would it ever be 
likely to be looked upon as a matter of 
great consequence at all? My experience 
when a child was that directly a subject 
was taught as an extra it was disliked. 
If you are to put religious teaching on that 
basis you pave the way most effectually to 
secularism out and out. Again, I used to 
hear on the London School Board, when 
this system of facilities was urged, that one 
of the greatest objections to it was that 
possibly you would have outside teachers, 
and that consequently discipline would 
suffer. It was then suggested that re- 
ligious instruction under any «ystem of 
extended facilities ought to be given by 
the teachers with whom the children are 
familiar so as to maintain discipline. Here 


we are going torun riot and en- 
courage—if that contention be true 


—want of discipline; and besides, where 
is the freedom of the teachers, so strongly 
advocated as a rule by their National 
Union? Many teachers consider that 
definite religious teaching is essential. 
Why are you taking away their freedom 
by enforcing undenominational teaching / 
I should have thought that if the 
National Union of Teachers carried out 
its views logically, and urged, as_ it 
generally does on most other matters that 
there should be absolute freedom for the 
teaching profession, it would have opposed 
any proposals such as this Bill contains 
to restrict the freedom of the teachers 
in such important particulars. I will 
not refer in my criticism to the Com- 
mission which the right hon. Gentleman 
has proposed, more than to say that it 
seems to me that some of its features 
recall the Star Chamber, and that I 
cannot help thinking it must be an 
excrescence on his original draft. 


I do not think I ought to sit 
down without mentioning what I 


consider the best system as a remedy. 

The Minister for Education knows 

perfectly well that the Industrial Schools 

Act of 1866, Clause 20, provides 
Mr. Evelyn Cecil, 
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for definite religious instruction in all 
industrial schools, and the parents or 
guardians of the children may _ insist 
on getting that definite religious 
instruction in which they _ believe, 
Is not that a method which the 
right hon. Gentleman might have 
followed ? We have heard nothing 
up to now about the Industrial Schools 
Act. I suppose it is thought wise to 
keep it in the dark, but it has worked 
extremely well, and I cannot imagine 
why the Government should not have 
made some effort to introduce that system 
for all day schools. I plead that 
the right hon. Gentleman will still con- 
sider whether he cannot introduce a 
similar system into all the elementary 
schools of the country. It does not seem 
to me to oifer any very great diffi- 
culty. Im Germany and Austria 
religious teaching is carried on in 
that way and is given at the expense 
of the State, and there is no difficulty 
about it. In Western Australia there 
is a Similar system of delegating teachers 
to enter the State schools, and it is so 
simply arranged that many denomina- 
tions—Wesleyans, Presbyterians, Con- 
gregationalists and Baptists—combine 
in submitting the same lists of delegates 
to the State authoritv so that the 
system should be worked more easily. 
Why cannot that b>» done in this 
country? It is of paramount import- 
ance that parents of all religious 
denominations should be allowed to 
obtain for their children that definite 
religious teaching in which they believe, 
for it is the want of definite re'igiou) 
teaching which is the most serious 
outlook in the future. Some of us 
know the East End of London well. 
I have been there from time to time, 
and what I have noticed is that the grea‘ 
mass of people there belong to no Church 
and believe in no creed. I think it is 
absolutely essential that from their 
youth, boys and girls should be brought 
up to believe in something definite, 
otherwise they are apt to drift as thev 
grow older into crime, irreligion, and a 
dulled sense of right, which whispers that 
morality is either useless or futile. We 
want to stop all that. There is a fine 
passage in one of Ruskin’s works which 
says that crime can only truly be hin- 
dered by taking away the will to commit 
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sin, and not by mere punishment of ics 
commission. It can be stayed by educa- 
tion, but not education of the intellect 
only, which is wasted on some men 
and for others is mischievous, but 
by education of the heart; and it is 
the elucation of the heart which we 
denominationalists want. Oh, that we 
could avoil making this so controversial 
a question! Cannot we try to join in 
accepting each other’s convictions, as 
Mr. Gladstone advised, allowing each 
denomination to give its own teaching, 
and by that means showing greater 
toleration to each other, trying to work 
more together for that closer unity of 
all Christian churches which [ believe at 
bottom we all desire, and so ensuring that 
the future of this country will see a 
generation growing up which has regard 
to religion and morality, and for the 
national greatness and welfare which all 
that noble foundation involves ? 


Mr. ADKINS (Lancashire, Middleton) - 
I hope in the few words which I shall 
venture to address to the House to have 
that indulgence already given to many 
who, like myself have, in this session. 
addressed the House for the first time. 
I do not propose to follow the hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down, in a 
detailed criticism; but I hope that if 
I cannot advance this question, at least 


I may do nothing to embitter it. The 
hon. Mener for Aston Manor asked 
what benefit the £1,000,000 voted 


under this Bill for the hiring of existing 
schools, or the building of new ones, 
would be. He said that it would be no 
benefit to Churchmen who are contented 
with things as they are, and suggested 
it was merely an endowment for Non- 
conformity. [ would like respectfully 
to suggest that this Bill cannot properly 
be judged if it is judged merely from the 
point of view of Churchmen, or of Non- 
conformists. That £1,000,000 properly 
spent by local authorities will be for the 
benefit of citizens and for the benefit 
of education, and I would point out 
why this Bill may commend itself to 
Members in all parts of the House on 
grounds not so closely connected with 
the religious controversy. I venture to 
speak as one who has been trying for 
some years to administer various Educa- 
tion Acts which the wisdom of Parlia- 
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ment has seen fit to pass, and I say, 
without hesitation, that so long as 
you have the dual system, and so 
long as you have tests for teachers, 
the educational system of this country 
cannot be as efficient and as thorough 
as it should be. In the county of North- 
ampton, where you have to deal with a 
large area and a scattered population, it 
is no exaggeration to say that half the 
time of the Education Committee and 
of its sub-Committees has been occupied 
with matters arising directly from the 
dual system, and from the want of sub- 
ordinate authorities—time which might 
otherwise have been spent on the direct 
educational work which is waiting to be 
done. Therefore, on the mere ground of 
idministration [ think it highly desirable 
to get rid of the dual system. I agree 
with an hon. Member who spoke earlier 
that the first clause of the Bill is the Billin 
a very true sense. By getting rid of the 
dual system we are taking a step which 
must be taken before we can advance 
towards the other educational require- 
ments. There must be many Members 
who know how much time is taken up in 
apportioning the cost of coal or of gas, or 
of settling the endless conundrum as to 
how many different authorities the so- 
callel voluntary schools belong to inthe 
course of twenty-four hours, and I 
should think all will agree in wishing to 
remedy that state of things. I under- 
stand the Leader of the Opposition to say 
that the school buildings remain the 
property of the denomination, but if the 
cost of all repairs and of all duties con- 
nected with the schools are placed on the 
local authorities there will be a unification 
of administration which I hope the right 
hon. Gentlemen will approve. In doing 
this is there involved any violation of 
those rights of conscience which are as 
dear to us as to those on the Opposition 
side ? 

Under the Bill in many of the schools 
religious instruction will be given as it 
was before—it any rate in the provided 
schools. I believe that in the non- 
provided schools nine-tenths of them 
will remain as they are to-day. In the 
diocese of Peterborough I find that 
specific denominational instruction is 
given on only one day in the week, and 
only for half the year. I ask the House 
to consider whether a systen which 
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combines administrative unity with the | 


power of giving nine-tenths of that reli- 
gious teaching, and the time in which the 
other one-tenth can be given by those who 
believe profoundly in it—whether it is 
fair to describe a Bill calculated to bring 
that about as a measure which will 
violate the rights of conscience. I agree 
with the principle laid down by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Dover 
that the State should be neutral in these 
disputes. I recollect the way in which 
the hon. Member for North Camberwell 
pointed out how neutrality was set 
at naught in the Act of 1902. The 
doctrine of neutrality is a very novel 
one to come from the Opposition, because 
it is unknown in English legislature up to 
the present time. The hon. Member 
for Marylebone knows the political policy 
ef the Churchof England from the days 
of the Act of Uniformity to the days of 
the Act of the right hon. Gentleman. 
The very principle on which the State 
acted was that national education should 
be handed over to the Church and be 
her special privilege and preserve. We 
all recollect what occurred in the reign 
of George T¥., when episcopal interest 
prevented the beginning 
education apart from episcopal control. 
Some of us have read in the administra- 
tion of Sir Robert Peel, how Sir James 
Graham brought in provisions in con- 
nection with the Factory Acts which 
would have still more closely riveted 
education the privilege of one 
religious body, and on that ground 
they had to be dropped. While I would 
be the last person to impute to 
the Opposition the predispositions of 
their political ancestors. I say that 
this sound doctrine of political neu- 
trality is one contrary to the tradi- 
tions which they embody, and one the 
very novelty of which is an additional 
reason why so many of us are anxious 
to support this Bill. 


as 


With regard to the provisions of 
the Bill, I will not intrude any 
remarks upon Clause 4, but if I 


understand the Bill aright it is an 
attempt to give greater public control 
and to put more and more of the interest 
of education upon citizens of all creeds 
rather than upon citizens grouped in 
hostile creeds. If that is so, I say the 
success of the Bill, alike in passing 
Mr, Adkins. 
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of national | 
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through the House, and in being carried 
out in the country, will depend upon 


1228 


the thoroughness with which that sound 


civic principle is carried out in all its 
clauses. I hope the Government do 
not hold the doctrine of verbal in- 
spiration in respect to some of the 
clauses of the Bill. Under Clause 3 the 
local authority has put upon it a very 
difficult and complicated duty with 
regard to the taking over of schools, 
The local authority as at present con- 
stituted is the town or county council, 
but it has to act through a committee 
largely composed of persons who are not 
representative or who represent the very 
interests involved in the proposed action 
of the local authority. I hope the Govern- 
ment will see their way to say that inall 
these transactions and bargains between 
the local authority and private owners 
those members ofthe education committee 
who are not elected by the people shall on 
these issues have no vote ; because if you 
leave the local authority affected by the 
decisions of the committee, some of whom 
are interested in the other side of the 
bargain, you are cogging the dice against 
public control, and you are unintention- 
ally placing them in the position of that 
fortunate defendant who had his principal 
witnesses upon the jury. 

With regard to Clause 26, for which 
I thank the Government, [I hope it, 


may be looked upon merely as a 
skeleton to be clothed in the conduct 
of this Bill through Committee and 


to be made more general. I hope 
that not only the Government but the 
House will approve of authorising every 
county council to prepare some scheme 
of general devolution which, while retain- 
ing its own supreme authority, will bring 
home at once to small localities their 
duties, rights, and privileges in regard to 
educational administration. I most cor- 
dially support the Second Reading of the 
Bill, and I look forward to the discussions 
in Committee to improve it in many par- 
ticulars. As so much has been said, and 
properly said, with regard to the religious 
question and undenominational teaching, 
I would like to say, in conclusion, that I do 
not agree with the contention that we have 
heard from the Opposition that denomin- 
ational teaching and undenominational 
teaching can be faitly compared in the 
sense that if you allow one you must allow 











1ers 
ttee 
| on 
you 
the 
10m 
the 
inst 
ion- 
that 
‘ipal 


hich 
HIG 
s a 
luct 
and 
Lope 
the 
very 
eme 
faln- 
ring 
their 
d to 
cor- 
f the 
s10ns 
par- 
and 
gious 
ning, 
Ido 
have 
min- 
ional 
| the 
sllow 





1229 Education (England 


the other. Denominational teaching in- 
volves an advantage to a part of the 
community whilst undenominational 
teaching does not advance the sectional 
cause or advantage of any part of the 
community. While we all admit.at once 
the logical rigour and the extreme un- 
attractiveness of the secular solution of 
this question, I hope the Government will 
adhere to the principle of the Bill and 
make one more experiment to see whether 
Englishmen generally cannot unite in the 
inculeation of simply Christianity which 
they can supplement and modify in their 
other relations, and by passing this Bill at 
once assist good educational administra- 
tion and remove existing obstacles from 
educational progress, and so forward the 
cause of education in this country that 
neither the conscientious sacerdotal pre- 
tentions on one side nor secular theorists 
on the other may for many a long day 
break down the fabric which may be 
created by my right hon. friend’s scheme 
and by his persuasiveness in this House. 


*Mr. BUTCHER (Cambridge Uni- 
versity): After listening to the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Board of Trade, with its language 
of passionate violence and militant 
sectarianism, [ have no longer any diffi- 
culty in seeing why it is that there has 
hitherto been no solution arrived at in 
England of those deneminational differ- 
ences which have been adjusted in other 
pa:ts of the civilised world. In Germany 
and Canada, as in Scotland and Ireland 
the denominations have been able to 
compese their differences, but in 
England up to the present this has 
not been the As a person 
much more concerned about education 
than with theological controversy, in 
which I am wholly unpractised, I will 
do my best in what I have to say to 
avoid any bitterness of speech. The 
main feature of this Bill is the abolition 
of the dual system; what is henceforth 
aimed at is a uniform type of school 
and a uniform system of religious educa- 


case, 


tion, which is called undenomina- 
tionalism. What is undenomina- 
alism ¢ The debates of  yester- 


day and to-day are sufficient to show 
that it is an exceedingly difficult thing 
even for the most honest inquirer to find 
out what it means. If undenomina- 
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tionalism means the teaching of the 
foundation truths of Christianity, I, 
for one, cannot join in some of the 
harsh things that have been said about 
it. I frankly admit that it often has 
meant a simple but thorough instruction 
in those central truths; and an appeal 
has been made to the experience of the 
last thirty-five years. It was made 
yesterday in several impressive speeches, 
and it has been made also to-day; 
Bishops and Archbishops of the Church 
of England have been quoted to show 
how excellent in many cases has been 
the religious education given by the 
London School Board and other school 
boards. I do not question that at 
all. No doubt undenominational teaching 
may be of such a kind; but must it be 
so? and, above all, must it be so under 
the greatly changed conditions which the 
Bill would introduce ? Have we—I will 
not say any guarantee, but any reasonable 
assurance that it will be so? If the 
experience of the last thirty years has 
proved anything, it is that undenomina- 
tionalism is something fluid, shifting, 
intangible, sometimes differing very 
little from the teaching of the Church of 
England, sometimes shading off into pure 
secularism. I will cite two witnesses, 
both representative men. The late Bishop 
Creighton said that undenominationalism 
so far from being a simple religion had 
turned out to be highly complex— 


“Its complexity would baffle the mind of 
the most experienced theologian.” 


Dr. Joseph Parker declared— 


“Tt needs a body of police to watch it and a 
college of divines to define it.” 


Hitherto we have had two chief safe- 
guards ; first the fact that alongside of 
the undenominational schools the Church 
schools have existed; they have created 
a friendly rivalry ; and have set up a 
standard. Secondly, a very considerable 
proportion of the teachers even in the 
board schools have been trained in the 
training colleges of the Church of England. 
Now, the voluntary schools are to be swept 
away, and already there is an outcry 
on the other side of the House and from 
that Party outside the House that the 
denominational training colleges, the 
last remaining safeguard, should go also. 
Indeed I do not feel sure whether under 





the Bill as it stands denominational 
2U 
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training colleges may not be abolished. | 
We shall be glad to hear of that later | 
from the Minister of Education. Then | 
there is a thid point marking a great) 
difference between the prospects of the | 
near future and the experience of the | 
last thirty years. Under the Bill, 
the status of religion in the schools will | 
be altered. Religion is no longer to be | 
a subject which is necessarily taught by | 
the teacher; it is placed outside school | 
hours; it is, in fact, reduced to a 
secondary and subordinate place: and 
surely that fact must affect seriously 
the character of the teaching. Let me 
mention another point. In the course | 
of the last thirty years everyone is | 
awar’ that there has been a very marked | 
growth of secularist opinion; and the para- | 
mount question for us now is, what form | 
of religious education will best stem | 
the tide of advancing materialism and | 
agnosticism ? Can you wonder that | 
the bare residuum of Christian truth 
which is to be taught in the schools in | 
future seems to us insufficient for that | 
purpose—that highly attenuated form of | 
relizion which is accepted, but avowedly | 
only for the moment, as common ground | 
by the two sections of the Nonconformist 
party, the secularist and the undenomi- | 
national Nonconformists ? 


1 


past to the future with any degree of | 
} 


cenfidence. The conditions are absolutely | 
changed. 


divergence between the ideals of the 
Chweh and of Dissent, and that this 
divergence is now the more sharply | 
marked when secularists and undenomina- | 
tionalists have agreed to combine their | 
forces. 


But it has been said that much as 
we may dislike undenominational 
education, it is the only thing we 
can get from public funds—that State 
money cannot go to,—denominational | 
teeching. Well, is it not a poor and 
ignoble conception of citizenship to say, 
“T refuse to contribute to any definite | 
form of religious instruction which does 
not exactly harmonise with that which | 
desire for myself.” Why should not | 
each person pay his share by rates or 
taxes or both—I see nothing inviolable 
in the rates—to build up the religious 
life of others? This seems to me to be 


Mr. Butcher. 
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The truth is | 
that you cannot here argue from the | 


Nor can one blind oneself to 
the fact that there has been a growing | 
‘if it were not that in this country 


‘both in Ireland and Scotland. 
| I hear hon. Members on the other side of 
'the House speaking as if it were a first 
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a debt which one fellow-citizen owes to 
another, a reciprocal duty arising out 
of the sense of a large organic life, 
The other and opposing idea I believe 
to be a survival of the old and obsolete 
notion that the State is a mere 
policeman, the protector of life and 
property, concerned only with the 
material welfare of the community. 
We have all of us outgrown that idea, 
and we recognise that the State is con- 
cerned with the whole organic life of 
society, with all the higher activities 
and energies of its members. I believe 
there is hardly a man in this House who 
could not say with Burke : ** The State is 
a partnership in all science, in all art, in 
every virtue, and in all perfection.” 
And if so, is not all that goes to 
the discipline and training of charactei, 
including, pre-eminently, the moulding 
and penetrating force of early religious 
training—is not all this within the 
province of the State? We are told 
that the State is undenominational. 
But this only means that the State 
is neutral or impartial towards all 
denominations, and it can show its 
neutrality in one or two ways, either 
by ignoring all denominations or 
by supporting all. The objection made 
this afternoon by the President of 
the Board of Trade to the second 
alternative was this, that it is im- 
possible for the State to concern 
itself. with so many rival _ sects. 
That might be a practical difficulty 


there is a natural grouping of 
denominations which reduces them to a 
limited and manageable compass, and 
makes the endowment or recognition of 
all denominations no impossible task. 


| Let me not be told that this is a doctri- 


naire idea: not a bit of it. We have 


_attempted to carry it out, though not 
| with entire success, in England ; we have 


carried it out successfully and consistently 
When 


principle or axiom of politics that we 
cannot give State money for denomi- 
national teaching, I ask, do they know 
what is going on across the Channel in 
Ireland and what is going on in Scotland ? 
In Ireland education is entirely de- 


nominational, and every penny is paid 
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out of taxes. Even the sacred doctrine; throughout the country pareats are 
of public control does not exist there in showing whether they care or not. 
the most elementary form. In Scotland | Then, when they do express their opinions 
the board , “schools are denomina- | do not say, as has been too often said in 
tional; the education is for the most | the last few weeks, “ It is all an organised 
part based on the Westminster Con- | hypocrisy.” The only clause in which 
fession of Faith, and these schools are there is an approach to any full recogni- 
supported both out of rates and taxes. | tion of parental rights is Clause 4. But 
Both in Ireland and Scotland, moreover, | it is the recognition of urban parents only, 
there is no religious minority so small | and of comparatively few of these. The 
that the State does not recognise | rights of conscience become an affair of 
its voluntary schools and aid them with | localities and of large fractions. I will 
public money. Why, in the name of | not attempt to expose the inequalities in 
religious equality and of common sense, | Clause 4—it has been done already—or 
are these principles to he set aside for | the entirely irrational nature of that novel 
England ? | fraction which is to find a place for the 
F . | first time in the Statute Book. It is dis- 
Most persons, however, will admit | tasteful even in the eyes of its own sup- 
that the State has some religious porters ; but to many of them it has one 
function. If so, on what basis can 1€ supreme merit, that it will in the main 
be exercised? On no equitable basis | debar the Anglican Church parent from 
except. the right of the parent; the exercise of his rights. Now if the 
the right no‘ merely to withdraw Church of England had given a teaching 
a child and keep its mind a blank, | so rigidly, so exclusively denominational 
not merely the right to say “He shall | that it could not have been accepted by 
not learn that,” but the right to say the children of other communions ; if she 
“He shall learn this other thing.” It | had not attempted to discharge her duty 
has been asked how parental rights can to the Church of the nation, and shown 
be respected in the case of a single | herself large-minded towards all who 
Presbyterian child. I admit that you | desired to share her instruction, then she 
cannot in every instance carry out the would have come within the privileges of 
principle absolutely. None the less the | the “ four-fifths” clause. As it is, she is 
principle remains the right thing to aim to be penalised for her comprehensiveness, 
at; and what I complain of in the Bill and that in the name of religious freedom ! 
is that what ought to be the rare excep- : a 
tion is made the guiding principle of the | The parents’ rights, then, are one of the 
Bill, and what ought to be the pzinciple ¥° cardinal questions on which the Bill 
becomes the rare exception. 1 think it | Urns. It is a question which closely 
was the late Bishop of London who said touches the principles of civil as well as 
that hitherto it had seemed as if the parent of religious liberty. The other cardinal 
existed only that he might be prose- question is the fitness of the teacher, and 
cuted when his child’ did not go to school. | ‘his goes to the very heart of the eduea- 
Something similar might be said of the =. oe ee ee 
ane . 2 rat does he know and what does he 
speech delivered yesterday by the hon. hebioce * Thak devae i . 
Member for Leicester. — Parents, he elleve F at 1s even wna important 
aa ae seal : than, What is the syllabus q he com- 
wed, had no rights. The parent,! stance of the teacher ine al 
according to him existed, it would seem, | Pyne’ °° T° See 
i gales Ok Haag gall deo sagptinaines iastruction depends on three things—first, 
deiieat Wins fas, 4s ene, bs ch his knowledge, secondly, his training, and 
oa a Phe tte Was WS | thirdly, his convictions. Now, as to 
true guardian. Both in the Bill and) knowledge and training, neither oi 
in the debate in the House far too | these are required under the Bill, for 
much contempt has been throwa on | religious teaching is entirely outside the 
parental rights. Some say, parents sphere of his duty: it will not appear 
are indifferent, they do not care whether| in the Code; and there is to be no 
eligio.is teacuing is ofcne kindor another. | test of his capacity under that head. 
Well, find ouc whether they care; | Some eminent Nonconformists have even 
put it to the vote in each Jozality;| expressed the view that the Bible is so 
give them an opportunity of expres-| simple a book that it needs no training 
sing their opinions; b:t already {to teach it. The simplest, indeed, but 
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also the most difficult of books, especially | possible. The National Union of Teachers 
to teach toa child! That wonderful and} may resolve that indirect inquiries into 
composite volume of prose and poetry, | religious opinions are against the spirit 
of history, biography, oratory, letters, | of the legislature after “the abolition of 
drama, lyric, idylls—unique in its diver-| tests.” They may feel, too, that religious 
sity as well as in its unity! Such it is| teaching is a difficult acquirement, and 
viewed on its purely literary side. But) that they are not trained to give it. 
then the teacher has not only to teach! Above all, they may hold that an inquiry 
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the facts of Bible history and literature ; 
he has also to teach the truths of religion, 
and here again we ask, Who is the teacher? 
What are his convictions? We are told 
his beliefs must not be “tested.” It is 
assumed that for denominational teaching, 
tests are necessary, for undenominational 
teaching no such test is necessary. And 
yet we are told in the same breath that 
the teacher is to teach the fundamental 
truths of Christianity ; in other words, 
he must teach dogma. Dogma then 
must be taught, but no questions may 
he asked to ensure that the teacher 
believes what he teaches. As for “ test- 
ing” in the proper sense they do not 
now exist; we may put them aside. 
Now I would ask any Member of this 
House if he has ever attempted to teach 
a subject in which—in whose truth, in 
whose value—he had no belief. I have 
seen it done in secular learning, and 


there the result has been disastrous 
failure. In religion it would he a failure 


not merely disastrous but impious. And 
a child is very quick to detect the ring of 
insincerity. Every one is agreed that 
this early lesson in insincerity must at 
all costs be avoided. How can the 
danger be escaped? There are two 
possible ways. The local authority may 
make private inquiries; what kind of 
man is the teacher? where was 
trained ? is he a man of religious life ? 
Thus they find out the Church he belongs 
to. Might they not as well ask him the 
question directly ¢ Is the test by in- 
direct inquiry less offensive than that 
hy direct question ? 

The other method is provided by the 
clause which gives the teacher the statu- 
tory right to decline giving religious 
teaching. Assuming that the teacher 
takes advantage of that right, just con- 
sider how far-reaching will be the effect. 
In any given school it will lie absolutely 
with the teachers to decide whether any 
religious education shall be given; be- 


cause there is no provision in the Bill} 


for appointing others in their place, if 
they decline. I will put a case which 
I am quite sure is not fanciful or im- 


Mr, Butcher, 


he | 


into the fitness of teachers establishes an 
invidious difference between teachers. 
And so they may well come to the con- 
clusion that they should, as a body— 
I will not say strike—but decline to 
teach religion at all. If they do so, then 


the ultimate decision as to the teach- 
ing of religion in the country, though 


nominally at the discretion of the local 
education authorities, resides in effect, 
not with them but with the teachers. 
Is it for this that Parliament is asked 
to shirk the dec sion whether religion 
is to be taught? I say that all these 
considerations when put together seem 
to carry us perilously far towards 
secularism. Let us sum up the case. 
If we put aside the privileged position 
offered chiefly to Roman Catholics and 
Jews, what will be the form of religion 
that will prevail through the length and 
breadth of England? It will be that 
local variety of the Christian religion 
which is drawn up under local option, 
embodied in the syllabus of a local 
authority, taught by teachers whose 
religious knowledge, and therefore whose 
professional fitness, is untested; whose 
| religious or irreligious belief seem to 
be placed above all inquiry; teachers 
who are not bound to teach instructing 
children who are not bound to learn; 
this instruction supplemented in certain 
instances by a more distinctive religious 
teaching given not as of right aceording 
to the wishes of the parent, but on 
sufferance at the discretion of the local 
authority ; outside of school hours and 
of school discipline, by teachers who 
for the most part will be amateurs ; an 
instruction in which the trained and 
qualified members of the school staff 
are forbidden to take part, and even 
this grudging and precarious supplement 
to a colourless creed is by statute to be 
disallowed in all the existing county 
schools of the land. 








| In 1870 Mr. Forster in a memorandum 

to his colleagues said— 

| ‘*We are, and mean to remain, a Christian 
people,” 
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The same words would, I believe, express 
the mind of the Minister of Education. 
But can this shifting and nebulous religion, 
without law or standard, be an effectual 
barrier against the inroad of secularism ? 
Look at the United States. 
with an undenominational system, with 
simple Bible reading, without comment, 
the Lord’s Prayer, and a hymn. The 
question was raised whether the reading 
of the Bible without comment was 
sectarian teaching. It was taken to 
the High Court of Winsconsin in 1890, 
and it was decided that it was sectarian, 
and could not, therefore, be given out 
of public money under the State constitu- 
tion. That judgment, as far as I can 
make out, has affected other States. The 
reading of the Bible is being dropped 
in most of the States. [MINISTERIAL 
Cries of “* No, no.”] Well, allow me to 
real you a passage from an article by 
President Murray Butler of Columbia Uni- 
versity. Heis speaking not of the moral 
and religious loss which has been sustained 
in America—and I do not wish to measure 
that ; indeed it is difficult to measure 
the loss which you sustain by not reading 
the Bible or the gain you obtain by | 
reading it—he is referring to the effects 
on literary training arising from the disuse 
of Bible reading— 
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“To the average student the first Book of 
Paradise Lost is an enigma. The epithets, the 
allusions, even many of the proper names are 
unfamiliar. This is due to ignorance of the 
sible.” 

To the English-speaking race, moreover, 
the loss of the Bible in the schools me ins 
far more than it would mean to any 
other civilised people. The Bible is 
wrought into the very texture of their 
thought and speech; it colours all their 
literature ; above all, it is the chief 
source from which they draw their 
spiritual life. I merely wish to point out 
the far-reaching consequences of such a 
change, and my point is that our common 
religion and our common culture are | 
bound up closely together. Secularism 
appear; to me to be the goal and not the 
remote goal of this Bill. Whatis happen- | 
ing in America, would happen with us; 
und it is to be observed that any people | 
that has gone the way of secularism has 
never been able to retrace its steps. If 
we desire, as I believe we all desire, | 
to save religious education in England, 
we must make provision for it in a. 
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They began | 
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(larger and more tolerant spirit than 
| that of this Bill. It must rest on another 
| and more national basis than the Dissi- 
dence of Dissent. We must not blindly 
ignore the actual facts of religious life 
in England. We must give up all 
attempts to coerce consciences. Children 
must be brought up in the faith of their 
parents; parents must be allowed to 
exercise their rights, whether they live 
in town or country; teachers must be 


sought who by knowledge and conviction 


are competent to teach the subjects they 
profess; and religion itself must not be 
treated as an unimportant extra in a 
school course, for if it is made an accident 
of the school it will also surely become 
an accident of life. 


Mr. RENDALL 
Thornbury): In 
words to the 
important — Bill 


(Gloucestershire, 

add essing a few 
Hous’, on the very 
which is now under 
discussion, I should like to say one 
word with regard to the speech to 
which we have just listened with so 
much pleasure. I am bound to say 
that, speaking for myself, I do not think 
that hon. Members on this side of the 
House want to be lectured by hon. 
Members on the other side as to the 
value of the Bible. It seems to me that 
if anybody wants to be lectured upon 
the importance of the Bible, and upon 
the importance of its not being 
made the subject of political contro- 
ve sy, it is the late Prime Minister, who 
by his Act of 1902, threw the Bible into 
the cauldron of public controversy and 
dispute. I would like to say in reference 
to letters which have appeared in The 
Times from various bishops and 
members of the lesser clergy, that they 
have rated the Liberal Party rather 
soundly, because they have said that 
they have a mandate in regard to the 
question of education as produced in 
the Bill. With regard to that mandate, 
I will only say that I think every single 


| hon. Member on this side for a Jong 


period dealt with that question. For 
myself, during a long candidature of 
three years, the one great and over- 
whelming subject of discussion was the 
education question. It was that ques- 
tion which, during the first years of the 
campaign against the late Government, 
aroused the interest of the electorate 
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as it had not been aroused before, ment that has been meted out under the 
for ten or* twenty years. If you Conscience Clause to hundreds and thou- 


went into the village, you found the 
population there were determined to 
get rid of what they regarded to be the 
grossest tyranny. This determination 
was altogether independent of the Act 
of 1902, and before it was passed there 
was a strong feeling among the intelli- 
gent and independent electorate in the 
villages that there ought not to be one 
school only belonging to one sect which 
gave the religious instruction of that 
sect to the exclusion of all others. Hon. 
Members repr ach us as to what they 
describe as the setting aside of trust 
deeds, but may I say that it was their 
own proposal to allow all the children 


to go into the schools in violation of, 


these trust deeds. Then hon. Members 
talk of confiscation, but may I r mind 
the House that the Church of England 
lives and moves and 


in confiscated churches. Which are | 
its churches? They are confiscated | 
churches. Which are its trusts? They 


are the trusts of another Church which | 


was reformed. Therefore, when the 
Church of England talks about confisca- 
tion and breach of trusts it is putting 
itself in a lamentably weak position. In 
regard to the management of the village 
schools as carried out under the Act of 
1902, I think all parties are agreed that 
the dual control must be got rid of, but I 
think it well that some argument should 
be produced in this House to show those 
who doubt the necessity of abolishing it 
why it should be abolished. There is the 
well-known example of Mildenhall where, 
in a body which contains the parson’s 
brother-in-law and his sister, the appoint- 
ment of the clergyman to the post of local 
correspondent was moved by himself, 
seconded by his sister, voted for by the 
latter and his brother-in-law and carried 
by the casting vote of the chairman who 
was the parson himself. Such things as 


this are constantly going on under the Act | 


of 1902, and we are told that they show 
the glorious neutrality of the Act. The 
hon. Member for Cambridge University 
sail we ought not to coerce con-| 
sciences, and suggested that the Bill} 
now under discussion coerced them, 
but I would ask what about the 
consciences which have been 
for generations past and the unfair treat- 
Mr. Rendall. 


coerced 


has its being’ 


sands of people during the last few years ? 
We are told, as the parson said to 
the people, “You can always use the Con- 
science Clause and your children can 
never be proselytised.” Yes, but how is 
this worked ? There happens to be a 
mining village where the Nonconformists 
resolved to withdraw their children from 
the school during the time devoted to 
religious instruction. I expected loud 
cheers from the parson and an acknow- 
ledgment that the Nonconformists were 
going to work the Act of 1902 fairly. A 
few months after the withdrawal of the 
children the school treat came on in that 
locality, and then the managers of the 
church school announced that that treat 
would not be available to any children 
except those who attended religious in- 
struction. This is the way that the Church 
treats little children whose parents with- 
draw them from school under the Con- 
science Clause. These are things which 
must be got rid of, and they will be got rid 
of by the abolition of the dual control. 
That the Liberal Party have a mandate 
in regard to the teachers has I think 
been shown by the elections all over the 
country and the approval of the teachers, 
as expressed at their annual meeting, of 
the course which is to be pursued. With 
regard to teachers who are denomina- 
tional, who will be called upon to with- 
draw denominational teaching from the 
children, we regret that that is necessary, 
because we know that they enjoy giving 
it, but it must be done in the interests 
of all the teachers who are not denomi- 
national teachers, and in the interests 
of those who will come after them. 
Permission to teach will mean persuasion, 
and that persuasion will be all the more 
powerful because it will create a kind of 
persuasion which will lead to compulsion, 
and that compulsion will be illegal. 
But the compulsion will be there, and we 
know, especially those of us who represent 
country districts, that all over England 
there are education committees which 
have a large number of clergy and 
Churchmen upon them, and those com- 
mittees would be able to find out 
what a person’s religion was if the 
permisson were given. We say that that 
should not be allowed, and we also say 
that there should be some return to the 
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ad hoc system which we regret was 
abolished. 


Chairman of Ways and Means under | 


Standing Order No. 8, further Proceeding | 
was postponed without Question put. | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- | 
WAY (SUPERANNUATION FUND) 
BILL [LORDS.] (By ORDER.) 


Read a second time, and committed. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Postponed Proceeding on Amend- | 
ment to Question [7th May], “* That the 
Bill be now read a second time,” resumed. 


Question again proposed, “ That the | 
word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. RENDALL, continuing his speech, | 
said: Then it is urged by many speakers | 
on the other side that Bible teaching | 
is not sufficient for a large majority of 
the people of this country, but the evi- 
dence of the last thirty vears has been | 
that it is quite sufficient. The hon. | 
Member for Cambridge University quoted | 
Ruskin, and he spoke of Ruskin’s strong | 
testimony to the education of the heart ; | 
but education of the heart is best given | 


by a teacher whose character we are sure 
of. Far more likely is it to be given by | 
him than by such a one of whom we can 
say we know something of his doctrine. 
If we look at the education of the 
shildren of this country, I am assured | 
that we shall be more sure of its 
value if we know full well that the 
characters of the teachers are perfect 
rather than if we know they profess one 
doctrine or another. The principle of 
all-round facilities has been very cleverly 
argued and many speeches have been 
made in order to demand some concession, 
but I would recall to the House the 
words used by Sir Joshua Fitch. In 
dealing with this matter some little time 
ago Sir Joshua Fitch said— 


‘It would mean: (1) An inquiry into the 
religious beliefs and preferences of the parents | 
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| —a most difficult task in itself, one never 


pests Pe before, and sure to arouse wide- 
spread and just resentment ; (2) a correspond- 


| ing separation of the scholars into classes to 


And, it being a quarter-past Eight of | 
the clock, and: there being Private | 
Business set down by direction of the} 


receive the specific denominational instruction 
required ; (3) an inquiry into the theological 
opinions of the statf of teachers, in order to 
determine their fitness to give denominational 
instruction ; or (4) the employment of clerical 
or other experts from outside to supersede thie 
ordinary staff, and thus to impair the legiti- 
mate authority of the head teacher; ani (5) 
the inevitable introduction into schools of 


| religious and sectarian differences, happily 


unrecogaisable by the children at present, but 
certain to become mischievously apparent in 
ihe corporate life of the school ; the more so, 
because the meaning and reason of the new 
departure will not only be unintelligible to the 
majority of the scholars, but are sure to be 
misunderstood.” 

For this reason it seems to m2 
that the proposal to allow facilities 
schools is a most unsuitable 


of quarrelling. 


I come lastly to this point whether 
the Members of this House are 
bound by their pledges to support 
the Government proposal as to the 
four-fifths clause and the facilities to 
be given in each school on two days 
a week. I think there is no moral 
or legal claim for either of those de- 
mands. I think in regard to the build- 
ing of the schools enough money has 
come from the taxes and enough from 
persons willing to give in order to avoid 
paying taxes. These persons gave that 
money for no other purpose than to 
avoid paying the heavy rate that would 
have come upon them if they had not paid 
1 do not like compromises 
in any form, but in this world we are 
obliged to compromise very often, and 
for the sake of peace, | think we ought 
to support the Government in regard to 
these two clauses. I think the pro- 


/posal of the hon. Member for North 


Camberwell in regard to making this 
four-fifths clause mandatory is one requir- 
ing our careful consideration. What 
might be done as a matter of grace would 
not be so likely to be done as if the 
authorities were forced to do it. But 
upon that part of the Bill I should like 
to see the Bill passed as it is. On this 
occasion I regret that hon. Members 
representing Ireland are not able to 
act with us, but they have to safeguard 
the interests of their national religion, 
and they are doing so, What I want 
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to urge is that while there may be a rule, and weak members of every society 
difficulty between the Protestants andthe | and nothing can be more unfair than to 
Catholics and in like manner between the | bring forward stories of this kind even 
Protestants and the Jews, stillthereis no | supposing they were absolutely true, 
such difficulty between the various Pro- | They are rare exceptions to a general 
testants of this country, and general un-| rule, and they by no means prove the 
denominational teaching could be allowed | real position of the case. I do not pro- 
in all the schools of the country. That! pose to discuss the clauses of the first 
is the general opinion of the laymen of| part of the Bill, which has been fully 
this country, and though there are persons | entered into by previous speakers. I may, 
who hold high ecclesiastical views who are | however, be permitted to make one re- 
making a great fuss about the proposals | mark. It appears to me, after a careful ex- 
in this Bill, I am inclined to think that | amination of the clauses on more than one 
that is due to the fact that it is a question | occasion, that there are no real facilities ; 

of property ; that if there was no pro- | that there is no certainty with regard to 
perty concerned in this matter they | facilities. The facilities proposed in the 
would make a great deal less fuss. Ithink | Bill are difficult to obtain, and it is almost 
a very small section of the laymen of | impossible to render them permanent. I 
England take that line, and_ that) assent tothe statement made by the hon. 
the advertisement which has been given| Member for North Camberwell last night 
to the section of the public holding these | that Clause 4 requires alteration, and that 
viewsis an advertisement given toa section | what is now permissive should be made 





which represents a very small portion of | compulsory. 


the opinion of the country. I believe | 
Churchmen as a rule are inclined to! 
think that undenominational teaching is 
good enough for them. For my own part, 
I can only say if this Bill is to be inter- 
fered with by the bishops the Bible is 
good enough for me, and | am prepared 
to fight an election or a bye-election on 
that point. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan): I 
hope the House will allow me to say a 
few words upon this Bill from the point | 
of view of one who has given a great deal 


of time to the administration of educa- | 
tion. I do not propose to occupy much | 
time, but I may be permitted to express | 
my sincere regret that the hon. Member | 
for the Thornby division has presented | 
what may be called another bundle of | 
stories without either a description of the | 
place or the date or any indication | 


whatever to enable us to verify the 
statements. 


Mr. RENDALL : 1 gave the place in. 
three instances. I do not know the) 
dates, one was Mildenhall, Suffolk.— | 
another was in Glamorganshire, and | 
another was Pucklechurch. 


That remark also applies 
to many cases in the first portion of the 
| Bill. There is no doubt that many 
— of England schools have been 
' transferred owing to want of courage on 
ithe part of those who were the owners 
or trustees. In many cases, with more 
time given to consideration, such action 
would have been cancelled. Still the fact 
remains that we have lost many schools 
owing to the weakness of those who 
betrayed their trusts, and I have no doubt 
whatever that if this clause of the Bill 
becomes Jaw the same unhappy result. will 
arise on future occasions. What I desire 
to see is permanence of trusts. Many of 
these schools have been built, as has been 
already stated, at a very great sacrifice 
of money, amounting in many cases to 
many thousands of pounds. And the 
construction of these schools has cost 
that which to many is more dear than 
pecuniary sacrifice ; at the cost of great 
anxiety, suffering, and labour, extending 
over many years. As you go through the 
country you find in many cases that the 
school buildings adjoin the church, and 
the passer-by will see at once that the 
school is part of the parochial organisa- 
tion, and it certainly seems to me to be 
almost an insult to those who have 


| erected these schools to say that these 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL: But even 
supposing the incidents reported were 
accurate, they do not cover the whole | 
ground. There are exceptions to every | 

Mr. Rendall. 


schools, being a portion of the parochial 
organisation, shall be eliminated by suck 
a Bill as this, and devoted to a purpose 
‘different from that on behalf of which 
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thev were erected. So much for the first 


clauses of the Bill. 


Now I desire to make one observation 
which I am, I think, in one sense bound to 
make from my having taken an active 
part in educational deliberations. I 
must associate myself to-day, as I did 


during the debates which took place upon | 


the Bill of 1902, with those who do not 
regard with any alarm the operation of 
the Cowper-Temple clause. I believe 
that most valuable instruction in 
Biblical, and therefore Christian know- 
ledge, is given under the Cowper-Temple 
clause. I desire to go one step further, 
and to express my great regret that obser- 
vations should have been made concern- 
ing the Cowper-Temple clause which has 
rendered even possible any misconstruc- 
tion as to its aims aml intentions. I 
am quite sure there has been no disposi- 
tion to cast any slight upon Biblical 
teaching. My regret is that any word 
should have been spoken, even in a most 
incautious moment, which would dis- 
parage that form of instruction. 


I desire chiefly on this occasion to pass 
from this part of the Bill to the second, 
which deals with endowments. I hope 
that the attention, not only of the 
Government, but also of the country, 
will be closely directed to those clauses. 
I myself have been intimately connected 
with some of our grammar schools. I 
have been a life governor of the Bradford 
Grammar School ever since the vear 
1870, and therefore I have a long and 
varied experience of the working of 
those trusts. The language used by my 
right hon. friend the Chancellor of 
the Duchy yesterday gave me the im- 
pression that he did not altogether 
appreciate the working of Part II. of 
the Bill. One of the most important 
considerations is the date at which any 
scheme under the Bill will operate. It 
does not affect the old endowments 
alone, it affects new institutions. It 
affects institutions of a few years stand- 
ing—such a school, for example, as that 
well-known and highly honoured school 
the Leys School in Cambridge, unless 
I be in error of a very limited character 
as to the date of that institution. My im- 
pression is that that school is brought 
under the compulsory operation of this 
Bill. Another institution of recent date 


(8 May 1906} 
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which [ feel almost certain will come 
under the operation of the Act is the 
Holloway School for Girls at Egham. I 
cannot myself believe that the Govern- 
ment really fully understand the position, 
and [ hope the House will permit me to 
call attention to the real operation of these 
clauses. This is not a Party matter; it 
is not a political matter; it is not a 
denominational matter. Under the 
existing law, schemes for the most part 
cannot be altered except on the initiative 
of the governing body. These clauses 
propose that the initiative should be 
placed in the hands of the Education 
Board. I believe that to be a most 
dangerous movement in the direction of 
centralisation. I feel myself quite con- 
vinced that there is an inconsistency be- 
tween the giving of these new powers and 
the great affection for local independence 
and local action of which we hear so 
much just commendation. I believe that 
those in the country who administer 
these institutions are more competent 
than the central authority can be to 
know what are the wants and, in legal 
language, the needs of the district, and 
I think it is a very great misfortune that 
so much power should be given to the 
central authority under this Bill. There 
is a great difference between action by 
the consent of the central authority and 
action by the initiative of the central 
authority. The power which initiates 
is eminently more powerful than that 
which simply gives consent, and I do 
hope that those who are entrusted with 
the great and responsible office of ad- 
ministering educational charities will 
carefully study the operation of these 
clauses and see that no injury isdone to 
the institutions in which they take so 
laudable and patriotic an interest. 


The next point to which I desire to call 
attention is the date of the operation of 
these schemes. Under the present law a 
scheme can only affect a charity of fifty 
years standing—fifty years from the 
Act of 1869. But under the Bill as it 
now stands a scheme operates thirty 
years back, the period not running from 
the date of this Bill, if it becomes an Act, 
but from the date of the scheme. That 
is to sav, whereas under the Act of 1869 
you have a fixed date, under the operation 
of this Bill you have a date constantly 
varying from year to year as time passes. 
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The effect of that would be to constantly! to be made, and that is the per- 


bring in new institutions. I have had too 
much experience of legislation on these 
subjects not to know that many changes 


take place in the course of centuries, and | 
in the evolution of public opinion, and | 


that changes must be made in the ad- 
ministration of trusts accordingly. But 
this remark does not apply to more 
recent endowments, <A policy which 
was wise thirty years ago is not 
foolish now, and there are many 
conditions which have been proved by 
experience to be salutary, but which 
if handled in a rough manner by those 
not fully conversant with the working 
of the system may prove most mis- 
chievous and injurious to the trusts. 
Another remark I would wish to make 
is as to the somewhat crude language 
used in the operative clause. If any 
hon. Member will examine the statute 
of 1868 and other statutes, he. will find 
what care is taken in the language of 
clause after clause. I will mention one 
or two of the provisions wherein I think 
greater care ought to have been taken. 
There is the teaching of religion. Under 
the Act of 1869 and the subsequent Acts 
there is careful provision, not wholly 
satisfactory, I admit, with regard to what 
I may describe as religious securities ; 
there is the security for safe-guard- 
ing religious teaching, there is the pro- 
vision for the Conscience Clause, and 
provision of many kinds affecting 
students, teachers, and the rights of the 
parents. They are drawn with precision, 
accuracy, and care; but they are swept 
into this Bill by one comprehensive 
clause framed in the most drastic language 
and in the most sweeping form of words. 
There are in the old statute, provisions 
as to certain conditions of life and certain 
classes. Those were carefully investi- 
gated by a Committee of this House, of 


| the 


manence of the new endowments, [| 
feel anxious that these trusts should 
continue. Benevolent founders should 
be encouraged to continue _ their 
foundations, and they ought not to 
be alarmed in any way by the action 
of the legislature. Then there is 
the question of procedure. It may 
be that the procedure might be sim- 
plified. I do not say that it is not 
capable of improvement, but there is a 
revolutionary change in the procedure 
made by this Bill. Certain forms have 
to be complied with in framing a 
new scheme—certain publications made, 
and certain inquiries instituted. At 
present time the charity has 
power to carry out the whole scheme 
after inquiry and without loss of time. 
Under the new Act, where there is op- 
position, the scheme cannot become 
law without reference to Parliament. 
It will have to be brought here by 
Provisional Order, and in case of op- 
position it will have to be referred to a 


| Select Committee, and the whole case 


will have to be investigated. If there 
is Opposition it must be before a Com- 


mittee according to Parliamentary usage 


which I had the honour of being a Mem- | 


ber, and the Committee were unanimous 
that those provisions required rather 
greater rigidity than greater elasticity. 
But under this clause they are all swept 
together and the clause has to be put 


investigation which was required by the 
Act of 1869. 


There is one further subject to 


and at the cost of the charity. This 
means that if the governors or trustees 
think that the central authority has 
acted wrongly they cannot protect 
their property without expending funds 
which in many cases they can ill 
afford to do. Personally, I have for a 
good many years now been taking a 
great interest in educational work in 
the north of England. In my opinion 
this is a question which ought to be con 
sidered carefully by all those who have’ 
at heart the interests of the educationa! 
foundations of the country. I rejoic® 
at having had this opportunity of 
submitting my views to the House, 
and I thank hon. Members for the kind 
consideration with which they have 
listened to a somewhat technical explana- 
tion. I now desire to express my dis: 
approval of the Bill as it now stands. How 


: far it can be altered to meet the objections 
into operation by the action of the} 
central authority, without that careful | 


/ment accept our suggestions. 


which have been raised will depend 
upon the temper with which the Govern- 
I hope 
that temper will be reasonable, and 
that this great opportunity of improving 


which [{ think some reference ought | our educational system will not be lost: 


ir Fran a3 Powell . 
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It would be wrong of me if I did not ex- ' 


press great alarm, and I must confess that 
my fears are greater than my hopes. I 
earnestly desire that tnis attempt at legis- 
lation may not be unsuccessful, and I hope 
that the effect of these proposals, as they 
pass through Parliament, may be of such a 
character as to improve the educational 
system of the country. I trust that the 
result will be real progress in education, 
and that this measure will produce 
peace, calmness, and goodwill in a 
region of our social life where they are 
so essential to success. 


*Mr. SPICER (Hackney, Central)- I 
am sure that we all have a great respect 
for the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Wigan, and if the spirit and temper he 
has displayed in dealing with this ques- 
tion is indicative of what we may expect 
on the other side of the House generally, 
then I think there are great hopes for the 
future of this Bill. I was especially glad 
to hear the hon. Baronet’s testimony 
to the Bible teaching given under the 
Cowper-Temple Clause. It is the 
first time I have heard from the Op- 
position such emphatic testimony to the 
value of that teaching. It comes as a 
remarkable contrast to the general tenour 
of the remarks made by the hon. Member 
for Cambridge University, who seems to 
hold such pessimistic views, and who 
has such a poor appreciation of those who 
for over thirty years have been carrying 
on this Bible teaching in our various 
schools. It is to me rather strange that 
the hon. Member should raise doubts on 
this question, seeing that so large a per- 
centage of the teachers in our board 
schools have been trained in Church of 
England training colleges. I desire to 
look at this question perhaps from a 
different point of view from some 
hon. Members. I had not the honour 
of a seat in the 1900 Parliament, and 
therefore I was able to take a more 
active part in connection with outside 
work. [ sometimes feel that one 
of the disadvantages of Members 
of this House is that whilst they are 
earnestly engaged in the discussion of 
some great measure they are apt to get 
a little out of touch with the prevailing 
feeling of the country. I will give one 
illustration. 


{8 May 1906} 


I think the feeling outside | 
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1902 Education Bill with regard to the 
abolition of our great school boards was 
much more intense than perhaps it was 
in this House. Probably comparatively 
few Members of this House have had the 
opportunity of serving upon szhool 
boards, because it is not often that one 
can occupy both positions. Although I 
am perfectly well aware of some of the 
weaknesses of our school board system, 
I believe that a great injury was done 
to the educational work of the country 
by the abolition at one blow of all our 
school boards, and the dismissal at one 
stroke of men of character and power who 
for the first time had come forward to 
serve the public in connection with 
these Boards. There is no doubt that 
what led to a reversal of the position of 


| parties in this House was the strong 


feeling of the injustice of putting the 
voluntary schools on the rates. Not only 
this, but when these voluntary schools 
were put on the rates all Free Churchmen 
were debarred in those schools from tak- 
ing the position of headmaster and head- 
mistress. That was one of the main 
factors which led to a complete re- 
versal of the political complexion of this 
House. With the Education Act of 1902 
commenced the slump of the Tory Party. 
It commenced with the EducationAct and 
was completed by the proposals made 
with regard to the fiscal question. At 
any rate, .we on the Ministerial 
side of the House have come back with a 
distinct mandate upon this subject. In 
many of the speeches to which I have 
listened in this debate this mandate seems 
to have been completely forgotten. I 
believe that only the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Oxford University has 
thrown any doubt upon that mandate. 
We all know that a very distinct mandate 
has been given to us in reference to popu- 
lar control of all State supported schools 
and the abolition of all religious tests, 
and we dare not support any Bill which 
does not provide for the carrying out of 
those two principles. Hon. members on 
the Opposition side seem to think that 
they are now in the same position as they 
were in the 1900 Parliament, but may I 
remind them that the Church of England 
to-day in connection with this education 
question is not in the same position as it 


was a few years ago. Looking through 


this House during the discussion of the! the list of Members of this House, I have 
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sometimes wondered whether the number 
of Free Churchmen in this House is 
not larger than the number of actual 
members of the Church of England. 
If that is so, then it surely alters the 
whole position, and it means that really 
hon. Members opposite have no right to 
assume the position of former years. 
At the present moment in this country 
Free Churchmen are doing a good half of 
the religious work of the nation without 
any help from the State. I think the 
leaders of the Church of England have 
spoken too hurriedly and too positively in 
regard to a great measure of this kind, and 
that they are running great risk of making 
the general community feel that they are 
anti-national with regard to the system 
of education, that they are anti-popular 
with regard to the management of that 
svstem, that they are anti-biblical, and 
that they are anxious to put the Creeds 
of the Church before the teaching of the 
Bible. What has led to this state of 
things? I say it is the deliberate action 
of the Church of England and of the 
Unionist party since 1870, Up to that 
time the elementary education of the 
country was mostly in the hands of 
the Church of England, and I give them 
full credit for the sacrifices they made 
up to that time. It was also helped by 
other Churches who were receiving grants 
from the State, but there was a huge 
deficiency in the supply of education. 
Mr. Forster brought in his Bill; that 
Bill recognised the work that was being 
done, and where there was a deficiency 
it gave power to the ratepayers to form 
school boards and supply that deficiency. 
The Church of England has never as a 
whole loyally accepted the new conditions. 
If they had only accepted the new con- 
ditions we should not be in the position 
we are in to-day. I hold that the Church 
then lost a great opportunity for good 
of the best kind. I speak as a Free Church- 
man. There are few parts of the country 
where I do not know intimately the 
position of the section of the Free Church 
to which I belong. I know our own 
difficulties and disadvantages. We are 
trying to get rid of these disadvantages 
from year to vear, and we are succeeding: 
I was a little surprised that the hon. 
Member for the University of Cambridge 


should quote some fossil of Noncon- 


Mr. Spicer. 
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formity who expressed the opinion that 
the Bible was easy to teach. It was not 
worthy of one occupying the hon. Mem. 
ber’s position. We have at any rate 
tried to set an example in educating our 
ministry, and, speaking as a Congre- 
gationalist, I say that we are sending 
out from Mansfield College on the 
average better educated men in our 
ministry than the Church of England at 
the present time. After the passing of 
the Act of 1870 the Church of England, 
if they had loyally accepted the position, 
might have led the education movement 
of the country, because they have such 
enormous advantages, social, educational, 
and financial; but instead of that they 
as a rule either opposed or did what 
they could to minimise it. The prin- 
ciple of the Act of 1870 was that they were 
to receive grants equal to the amount 
they raised in fees or subscriptions. 
It was practically sixpence to sixpence, 
but they were not content with that, and 
subsequent Governments, with the support 
of a Party majority, gave them not six- 
pence to sixpence, but something like 
tenpence to twopence. Having asked 
more State help, the Church was not 
entitled to so much power in the manage- 
ment. But although they received ten- 
pence for every twopence, they were still 
allowed the whole management of the 
schools. In 1902 the Church passed over 
their schools entirely, apart from the 
actual buildings, to the support of the 
State. Now that the schools are being 
supported entirely by the State they 
have no right to ask that they should 
also have the control of the education. 
The cry of confiscation which has been 
raised under the present Bill has 
fallen on deaf ears, because it is not in 
accordance with facts. It must be re- 
collected that the Church of England is 
dependent on the State for the support 
of their schools, and the present Bill 
proposes to pay an adequate rent for 
the use of the buildings. That is not 
confiscation. Much has been said about 
parents’ rights. Parents have the rights 
of citizens and no more. They have 
not the right to ask that, at the State’s 
expense, they should have the special 
religious teaching they require. In his 
speech the hon. Member for Aston Manor 
gave an illustration which showed that 
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it was practically impossible to have | teaching of either the children at home 


sucha system. Undenominational teach- 
ing is not a Nonconformist proposal. 
It was not started by the Nonconformists. 
The mover of it in the London School 
Board was, I believe, Mr. W. H. Smith, 
and he was supported by Nonconformists 
and Agnostics. The State, I maintain, 
can only give in religious teaching that 
which is common to all, 
tested the so-called school board teaching. 
We have had thirty-five years of it, and 
it has proved satisfactory. I hold that 


the religious teaching of the children is the | 


responsibility of the churches and the 
parents. Ofcourse I know that the logical 
consequence in connection with this is 


secular education—that the State should | 


look after the secular and that the 
churches and the parents should look after 
the religious education. Let me say 
that in my recent contest I took up this 
position. I said that personally I wanted 
to see the Bible continued in the schools, 
but I admitted that strong denom- 
inationalists might say, “You may be 
content with that, but we are not.” I 
said if they took up that position I was 
bound to take only one position, and 
say, ‘Very well, if you denomina- 


tionalists claim that you will not 
have simple Bible teaching, upon 


you must rest the responsibility of | 
the State taking the secular and the | 
churches taking the religious teaching.” 
[An Hon. MemBer: Why?] As a 
Christian man I do not dread that time. 
I was sorry to hear the hon. Member for 
North Camberwell say last night that if 
that was done he feared that it would 
mean that a number of children, especi- 
ally m the slums, would go uncatred for. 
Surely in this Parliament we are not 
going to legislate for the continuance of 
sluns. I believe that the great danger 
under which we are living at the present 
time is that so many who ought to be 
taking part in the 1eligious education of 
the children, not only in the churches 
and schools, but in the homes, are relying 
upon the work’s being done by the official 
in the schools. You are asking why 
there is religious indifference. One 
reason is that so many who are taking 
an active part in looking after the 
religious education of children in the 


House of Commons, and elsewhere, are 


We have | 
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or the children who surround thein,but are 
leaving the work to the official teacher. I 
speak of this feelingly. I do not wish to 
make personal references, but I have 
tried for the last forty years to take my 
share of this work, and I say that, having 
done that, I do not look with fear even to 
the time when the State shall recognise the 
secular and the churches and ho.nes shall 
recognise the Christian teaching. After 
all, this Bible teaching, at which some 
hon. Members sneer, is in harmony 
with the principles under which we are 
living day by day. There are the public 
schools. 1 do not claim that they are 
national, but any man who knows them 
must acknowledge that the teaching of 
the Bible in these schools is carried on in 
an undenominational spirit. In every- 
day life we try to recognise the good 
in every part. I was extremely sorry 
to hear the speech of the hon. Member 
for South Longford, because it showed 
that the chasm between Protestant and 
Roman Catholic is even deeper than, 
some of us had thought. I confess that 
as I listened to that speech, although I 
recognised, as all hon. Members must 
have recognised, the spirit that is behind 
it, I asked myself whether it would not be 
better that the Roman Catholics of this 
country, where in sufficient numbers, 
should have seperate treatment outside 
this Bill altogether. After all, the great 
majority of the people in this country 
are Protestants, and we ought to try and 
frame a policy of education suitable to all 
Protestants to whichever section they 
may belong. I feel keenly on this subject, 
and | support this Bill because I believe 
it is an honest attempt to deal with this 
question in a national and broad spirit. 


Sin JOHN KENNAWAY (Devon- 
shire, Honiton): I am very glad that 
my hon. friend who has just sat down 
did justice to the earlier attempts and 
to the sacrifices made by the Church of 
England to care for the education of the 
children before the State took any 
interest or part in the matter, 
thereby earning the gratitude of the 
whole of the people of the country. 
I am one of the very few Mem- 
bers in the House who took a part in 
the passing of the Education Act in 
1870, and I think that the hon. Member 
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did scant justice to what the Church of 
England has done since that time. 
During the thirty years that elapsed 
between the passing of that Act and 
1902, the Church of England set herself 
to work, and I am not going outside the 
mark when I say that she built 6,000 
schools and spent several millions of 
money. The Church did not oppose 
the school boards, but she felt that they 
did not give the full teaching which she 
believed to be necessary, and therefore 
she set herself to do the best in her 
power to fill the gap, and to enlarge 
her system. So far from the Act of 
1902 being a gain to the Church, it has 
thrown a very great additional expense 
on her on account of the additional 
demands made by the local authorities. 
I think I am within the mark in saying 
that the Church has spent more than a 
million in the last three years in sup- 
plying these deficiences. I do not think 
it is fair to call this an Education Bill or 
a Bill to make better provision for 
education. It will destroy a good deal 
of the best sort of education that the 
schools have been giving, and it will 
disturb education rather than make 
better provision for the children. It 
might be called a Church of England 
Disability Bill. It was introduced for the 
payment of election debts. There was 
a great deal done for the Government in 
the last election by the Nonconformists, 
and it is reasonable that they should 
expect their reward. I am not disposed 
to dispute the fact that as evinced 
in the elections there was a mandate 
from the country to the Govern- 
ment to deal with the question, and 
the Government had very little choice 
but to introduce the Bill as the first 
measure of importance in their pro- 
gramme. Had the Bill been fair and 
reasonable it would not have aroused 
strong opposition, but it goes so far 
beyond that and the necessities of 
the case that we feel bound to 
raise the most energetic protest 
against it, and to record our emphatic 
objection to its arbitrary provisions. 
There is a cynical disregard of the feelings 
of Churchmen especially, and also of our 
Roman Catholic brethren. I am_ not 
accustomed to the use of adjectives, which 
are very often unnecessary and hurtful; 
but I do not think I am going beyond 


Sir John Kennaway. 


Education (England 


{COMMONS} 





and Wales) Bill. 1256 


what is fair and right when I say that I 
think that the Bill is extravagant, unjust, 
arbitrary, and calamitous. It is ex- 
travagant because, at a time when 
national finances are subjected to a great 
strainand when theGovernment havecome 
in with great professions of economy, it 
adds one million a year to the public 
charge without any educational benefit, 
and uses that million to deprive Church- 
men of rights and privileges which they 
value above money, and for which they 
have made great efforts and _ sacrifices, 
They were encouraged to make these by 
promises of various Governments that the 
school board system was introduced to 
supplement and not to supplant the then 
existing system. The Billis unnecessary, 
because it will interfere with hundreds 
of schools which are working without a 
hitch, and without a complaint from the 
parents; in a given time they have done 
a great deal to improve the education 
of the country, and they are doing their 
work harmoniously and well. Now, 
everything will be turned topsy-turvy, 
and many of the best teachers, who value 
their position for the sake of the religious 
teaching they can give, wili be lost to the 
service. It is calamitous, because it does 
deliberate dishonour to religious educa- 
tion and makes it for the first time an 
extra subject dependent on the option of 
the local authorities. The extended 
facilities are of little use. It is tyranni- 
cal, because it forbids many teachers 
giving religious instruction, which in- 
struction is so important in the 
formation of character and also of 
morals. Then there is the question 
of the interference with trusts. The 
doctrine of trusts is that they are sacred 
and should not be subject to the caprice of 
any one. In dealing with the trusts 
there is power to ignore the wishes of their 
founders, and they are placed at the 
mercy of irresponsible, irremovable 
Commissioners, armed with most drastic 
powers, even the power of putting into 
force when they want to take possession 
of a school the Small Tenements 
Act. I hope and believe that this pro- 
vision asto the Commissioners will entirely 
disappear from the Bill. I have said all 
this because I thought it was only right 
and fair to place before hon. Gentlemen 
opposite the grounds for what seems 
to them an unreasonable opposition. 
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I am sure that hon. 


Education (England {8 May 


Members are | 
any injustice | 





desirous of doing 
even to Churchmen, ani that they | 
have been’ greatly mislel by the | 
agitators who have spoken of the Bill of 
1902 as imposing further disabilities upon | 
Nonconformists, whereas on the contrary | 
it introduced public management into 
the schools. [Laughter.] It is easy to 
laugh, but nobody can deny that these 
schools were under the Act placed under 
the county councils instead of being left 
to one man, one parson power as in the 
past. It is therefore absurd to say | 
that no public management was intro- | 
duced. But the control given was not | 
sufficient for hon. Members opposite ; 
they wanted the whole control, and 
hence the agitation, which has been 
fomented very largely by the kind 
of statement made _ yesterday by 
the hon. Member for the Louth 
Divison of Lincolnshire, when he 
said that the bitterness of the 
agitation was caused by the fact that the 
Church of England was rapidly approach- 
ing in doctrine, creed, and ritual 
the Roman Catholic Church. I have 
had some opportunity of ascertaining 
how far that statement is true. I 
can, speaking with authority, give it 
an emphatic denial. I do not deny 
that there have been in some quarters 
something which might give colour to 
such a statement, but to speak of the 
Church of England as a_ whole, of 
a large majority in it, as approaching 
the doctrine, creed, and ritual of the 
Roman Catholic Church is grossly erron- | 
eous. We wish that our Nonconformist | 
friends would do justice to us as we| 
would desire to do justice to them, and 
not, in the course of removing the 
liability to pay a small amount of rates, 
to inflict a greater injustice upon us, 
and one which in the words of the 
hon. Member for Leicester would 
give ground for a more aggravated 
form of “ passive resistance ’’ by Church- 
men than anything of that nature which 
has occurred before. I am prepared to 
admit that the necessary outcome of the 
Church’s acceptance of rate aid and of 
the result of the last election are the 
points raised as to the abolition of tests 
and complete public control. We did 
accept those points in principle in 1902. 
We asked our friends to go a long way 


not 
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in doing so, and got very little credit for 
it. But we were able to induce them to 
accept those points because we took 
security for that which we valued so 
much, the continuance of religion. Now 
the Government threaten us that they 
will do away with that security, but I 
ask what are they going to put in its 
place ? How are you going to ensure that 
our sacrifices and efforts have not been 
in vain? We want to consider fairly 
and fully what is possible under the cir- 
cumstances, and weask at all events that 
the question of denominational freedom 
under public control should be considered. 
Is that impossible? Such a system 
exists in various forms in Scotland, in 
Germany and, I believe, in Ireland. Is it 
impossible in England? I believe it 
might be so worked as to be thoroughly 
democratic, ideal, and yet preserve the 
teaching which we value. It is only in 
some such way as this that we can avoid 
that secalar education which the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell said last 
night was abhorrent to the general feeling 
of the country. We might be driven to 
counsels of despair if we are not able 
t> come to some agreement by which it 
cin be avoided. The responsibility will 
be very heavy upon those on the other 
side of the House who, by obstinate refusal 
of concession, bring about that result. 
I am ready to accept Biblical teaching, 
in the words of the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury, as laying the foundation upon 
which the ampler teaching of Christian 
faith can be secured, but it ought to 
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be compulsory and in school hours, 
facilities being granted on one or 


two days a week for denominational 
teaching to all schools,provided and-non- 
proviled schools alike. I would associate 
myself very closely also with what fell 
from the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Wigan in regard to Part II. of this Bill. 
The Bill was thought to apply only 
to elementary schools, but, as a 
matter of fact, Part II. applies to all 
endowments except those of the Univer- 
sities, and of seven public schools. 
The provisions are very far-reaching. 
The Commissioners are entitled to 
make provision in regard to any trust 
of over thirty years standing and to 
disregard the wishes of the founders. 
This part of the Bill goes very much 
beyond the proposals of the Endowed 
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Schools Commission, which only re-) them do not know the best means of 
commended interference where the , realising the objects they have at heart. 
charity was wholly or partially useless, | Putting aside the opposition of the clergy, 
mischievous, or obsolete. In thanking | the Government may feel that the Bill 
the House for listening to me, I will | has been well received. Certain objec- 
merely saythat my desire has been simply | tions have been made, with which I have 
to ask others to look at this matter as | deep sympathy, by the Gentlemen who 
fairly as they would ask us to look represent Ireland. I can only say that 
at it if they were in opposition, there has been a great disposition to 
and to express the earnest hope} meet many of the criticisms they and 
and belief that it may be possible by | other minorities have levelled at the 
Amendment so to alter the Bill that our Bill. It may not be easy to bring the 
objections may be removed. I admit provisions they have criticised up to 
that there will be great difficulty, but | the standard they desire, but I appeal to 
1 hope that this cruel sense of injustice | them to have regard to the equilibrium 
under which we shall suffer if the Bill} of the Bill. It is exceedingly difficult to 
passes in its present form may be re-| deal with this matter of education in a 
moved, otherwise we may refuse to} way acceptable to everybody. Many of 
consider it and seek to bring about its| the Amendments which are asked for 
rejection by every means in our power.| would not tend to produce the result 
I am sure that none of us wish the pro-| which hon. Members anticipate. The 
longation of this controversy year after | hon. Member for Louth asks us to strike 
year. We want a settlement of it, | Clause 4 out of the Bill altogether, but 
and it is because the Bill in its present} then the hon. Member for North 
form does not offer that that I shall | Camberwell asks us to make the clause 
most unhesitatingly vote against it. mandatory, and I ask many who desire 
to support the Government to consider 

*THeE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- | the difficult position in which we are 
TARY to tHE BOARD or EDUCATION | placed in trying to steer an even keel 
(Mr. Loven, Ishngton, W.): Those of | through all these difficulties, and I ask 
us who, like myself, have been accus- | them to look at the Bill in as sympa- 
tomed to listen to the right hon, Gentle- | thetic a manner as possible. The Bill 
man have always heard from him some-| was not prepared in the interests of 
thing which appealed to our common- | any church; it is a simple educational 
sense 1ather than to our passions, | measure for the improvement of educa- 
and he will find on this side of| tional facilities for the children of the 
the House a disposition to recipro-| poor. It has been introduced in a 
cate the good wishes he expressed, | spirit of moderation and conciliation, 
that we may be able to arrive by con- | which will continue to guide to the end of 
cilistion at an adjustment of the very | our deliberations those who are respon- 
grave questions which are raised by | sible for it. I have been considering 
this Bill. I do not intend to trouble | what is the best way in which I can assist 
the House at any length with the conten-| the House in discussing this matter, 
tious points which have been raised in| and I have come to the conclusion that 
the debate. I will only say after an|1 can do so by answering the appeal 
experience in three Parliaments, that my | addressed to the Government, by the 
right hon. friend who introduced the Bill} hon. Member for Aston Manor, and 
ought to be well satistied with the pro-| by saying something in reference to 
gress it has made. I have never seena|the finances of the Bill. After all, 
large and contentious measure better| have the whole of these difficulties 
received than this Bill has been. It has} arisen out of the question of how we 
been met with approval by a large and | are to finance the Church schools. The 
solid majority in this House, and I am}|Church has complained of the in- 
perfectly satisfied with its reception in| tolerable strain, but this was not a 
the country. The clergy it is true have| strain upon any man’s conscience; it 
raised great objections to the Bill. Iam | was only a strain upon the cash of the 
not one to speak lightly of the clergy, but | Church. Now the Church has got rid 
they are not all politicians, and many of| of that intolerable strain and thrown 


Sir John Kennaway, 
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it on to the back of the nation. So 
far as I know, the country has never 
had an opportunity—in this House cer- 
tainly we had no opportunity in the 
closured debates of 1902—of considering 
what this strain was. We are the repre- 
sentatives of the nation, and it becomes 
us to ask what is the strain to-day and 
what it is likely to become to-morrow. 
There was a movement in regard to this 
matter, to resist the payment of the 
rate, which swept like a storm over 
many parts of the country. I know 
that superior persons looked upon that 
passive resistance movement, and said 
that the demand was small and that 
resistance was unreasonable, but you 
can never measure the force of resistance 
of this kind by the mere size of the 
demand which is made. It is true that 
the demand was small. The demand for 
ship money was small, yet the resistance 
to it led to a revolution. And since 
the days of ship money I do not know 
that there has been such a feeling of 
indignation in this country as that which 
swept through it at the time of the 
late general election. Much of that indig- 
nation aro.e from the financial pro- 
posals in the Education Act of the 
late Government. It may be said that 
it is a mean thing for us to raise this 
question of finance in connection with 
such a sacred subject as education, but 
the more sacred the subject the more 
desirable it is that its financial basis 
should rest on something generally 
and willingly accepted by the people. 
Now, if the House will allow me, I will 
throw myself on its indulgence for a 
moment while I discuss this large ques- 
tion. Let us fi:st consider what 
change the Education Act of 1902) 
made in the educational finance of the | 
country. When my right hon. friend 
introduced this Bill, he said we were here | 
toamend these Acts. Let us then consider | 
their effect from the point of view of | 
finance as well as everything else. Those | 
who will carry their minds back to the | 
year 1902 will remember that the step | 
which the Government of the day then | 
took was to ask the nation to accept | 


the financial burden of 14,000 voluntary | 


schools scattered over every part of the | 
country, to allow that burden to be | 
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the private individuals and bodies oi 
trustees who controlled them _pre- 
viously, to allow them to open other 
schools and to throw the financial 
burden of those schools also upon the 
back of the nation. That was the 
appeal that was made, but no estimate 
of the cost was given; yet when you take 
the cost of the 23,000 elementary schools 
of this country you find it costs on an 
average £1,000 a year to maintain each 
school. This was the burden lightly 
thrown upon the nation practically 
without any opportunity to discuss 
it. The nation was not asked to 
shoulder the whole burden. It was 
supposed that a contribution was made 
by the Church contributing the build- 
ing. The position was made rather 
worse by that, because of the pecuniary 
conflict which immediately arose. If 
the whole thing had been taken over 
there would have been no strife as 
to money, and the managers of those 
schools would have been what we 
hope to make them by this Bill, the 
servants of the public authority. That 
was the arrangement made in 1902, 
an arrangement which in its nature 
was a bad one. What was the principle 
on which it rested? The principle wes 
that education, our greatest national 
service, should be financed by a 
mixture of philanthropy and State cid. 
I object to philanthropy in such a con- 
nection. It does not lead to economy. 
The philanthropist to» often exac's a 
larger share of the patronage and 
control than his contribution warrants. 
There has been a long and interesting 
financial connec*ion between these schools 
and the State. Many of them received 
building grants. I do not wish to make 
light of those sacrifices to which the 
right hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down and others referred throuch which 
these schools were built. What, how- 
ever, is the history of the schools? In 
early days many received a small grant 
from the State. Then for many years 
they received a larger annual grant. Then 
in 1891 another grant was given to them 
of 10s., and in 1897 a further additional 
grant of 5s. So that in 1902, when the 
late Government dealt with this matter, 
they were in receipt of 35s. per scholar 


borne upon the rates, to leave the|in respect of every school in the 


control of those schools in the hands of | country. 
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schools were so anxious to retain tous schools are concerned, as well 
them, why did not they remain as from other standpoints. Another 


satisfied with the 35s. per head which 
they were receiving, instead of driving 
this very hard bargain? The fact is, 
whenever one demand was satisfied 
another arose, until at last in 1902 came 
the demand that the whole expenditure 
should be taken over by the State what- 
ever it might be. Let us see what 
contribution the late Government gave 
when they saddled the nation with 
that mighty burden. Practically the 
whole financial aid in the Bill of 1902 
was given under Section 10. It is called 
an aid grant. That grant took the place 
of the 5s. grant, and of the necessitous 
school grants that had been made 
previously. These together amounted 
to about £1,000,000 and the aid grant to 
£2,250,000, so that the total Exchequer 
fresh coutribution was  £1,250,000. 
Let hon. Members remember the huge 
new expense to be incvrred and con- 
trast that with what it is proposed to 
do under this Bill. The most impor- 
tant feature of this arrangement‘was the 
abolition of the principle of dealing with 
necessitous schools in a special way. 
Within two years of the passing of the 
Act, the hon. Members for East and 
West Ham were thundering against the 


late Prime Minister for relief. They 
got nothing from the right hon. 


Gentleman except interesting speeches, 
and no step was taken to deal 
with the matter before the present 
Government came in. What the House 


kas particularly to bear in mind 
with regard to this Act of 1902 
is the capricious changes that it 
made in the laws of educational 
finance. The precise provisions of the 


Aid Grant are of the most extraordinary 
character. Those who know them are 
amused by them. Those who do not 
know them must be amazed when they 
hear them. The provisions were first 
4s. per scholar and then I4d. for every 
2d. in which the produce of a penny rate 
falls under 10s. Why any one of these 
provisions was invented no man _ living 
could ever find out. All are involved in 
the deepest mystery. The effect has 
been to give a practically levi] grant of 
{s. 6d. per scholar with one or two un- 
just exceptions, and this has proved 
very disappointing so far as necessi- 


Mr, Lough, 


extraordinary provision cf the Act was 
Clause 18 (c) which stated that three- 
fourths, or at least a half, of the cost of 
providing any school should be thrown 
on the country parishes which the 
school served. I cannot think how 
any Government that knew anything 
about a country parish in England 
could propose such a provision. — Its 
object can only have been to prevent 
the building of schools by the local 
education authority. I have gathered 
a few examples of how this provision 
works in the county of Buckingham- 
shire, where there are many parishes 
in which a penny rate only provides £5 
and several parishes in which it provides 
Jess than £12. The result is that there 
are parishes languishing under rates of 
Is., 1s. 6d., and 2s. in the pound in excess 
of the county rate. That was not the 
only difficulty into which the country 
parishes were plunged. I happen to be 
a little familiar with the depopulated 
district of Romney, in Kent, where there 
was for the single school a 3d. voluntary 
rate. Then this Act canie along and 
the rate was raised to 10d. with no 
change whatever in the school. It is 
no wonder that the country should 
revolt at such provisions. The case in 
the towns is no better. Only last week 
the rate for the parish of Westminster 
was of such an extraordinary character 
that the city councillors issued an 
elaborate explanation—a sort of apology 
—for the rate. They gave the figures 
for the last seven years, which showed 
that the rates for education had increased 
by 70 per cent. during that period, so 
that the City of Westminster is paying 
£193,000 a year more, which is equal to 
a rate of 8d. in the pound. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON : The Act had 


only been in operation three years. 


*Mr. LOUGH: The late Government 
were extravagant for a much longer 
period than the hon. Baronet thinks. 
There is one other provision in the Act 
of 1902 to which I must make reference— 
Section 13, which dealt with endowments. 
When we consider the drastic way in 
which endowments were dealt with in 





al 
fo 








in 
k 
pr 
er 


Ay 
es 
el 
ed 


ng 
to 


ad 


ent 
ger 
iks. 
Act 


nts. 
y in 
1 in 








1265 


Education (England 


the Act it is perfectly astonishing to 
listen to the criticisms that are levelled 
at this Bill. What did that clause do ? 
It endeavoured to wrench away educa- 
tional endowments, which were available 
for the purposes of elementary education, 
from the purposes to which the founders 
iad devoted them, and to apply them to 
the reduction of the education rate. 
There were two objections to that. It 
was contrary to the old and sound doc- 
trine with regard to the use that ought 
to be made of these endowments, and 
secondly, if they had succeeded, the en- 
dowments would have gone to reduce the 
rate in a different area from that which 
was intended to be benefited. Luckily, 
for technical reasons, which I need 
not explain, this clause has not been 
operative, or only to a small extent, 
not more than £20,000 of endowments 
having been dealt with. The adminis- 
trative difficulty of the Act has been 
gigantic, and even my short experience 
at the Board of Education shows me that 
it was only brought into operation by 
the unsparing efforts of the officials both 
there and among the Local Authorities. 
Let me give two examples of these diffi- 
culties. The payments under the old 
system had to be made to different bodies 
from those created under the new system, 
so at first these latter had no money, and 
a system of temporary instalments was 
resorted to for three successive years 
until the Government itself disappeared 
and left it to its successors to place 
things on a stable basis. But a worse 
step was taken. An Act was passed 
called the Education Working Balances 
Act, and its object was to allow authori- 
ties to borrow in order to be able to set up 


a balance at the bank. I think that was. ia 
‘only a quarter of the cost of building 


an exceedingly bad principle, though 
161 out of 327 authorities have resorted 
to it, because it involved paying interest 
on the balance all the year round, 
and consequently it was extremely 
extravagant. I wish now to summarise 
the results. A recent Return shows 
that the total rates collected by all the 
education authorities in the last year | 
were £2,000,000 more than in the previous | 
year, and now amount to £11,250,000. | 
[ estimate this year’s increas? at 
£1,000,000, and this will make in rates | 
alone the total increase £5,000,000 in | 


four years. In London for the three | 


{8 May 1906} 


and Wales) Bill. 


years of the operation of the Act the 
rates have been Is. 24d. 1s. 4d. and Is. 7d. 
The Acts which have thrown this heavy 
burden on the rates have instituted a 
system of control tending to inefficiency 
and extravagance. One of the features 
of the old school board system was the 
extent to which it used voluntary help. 
The system of the Bill of 1902 has caused 
a great increase of officialism and ad- 
ministrative expenses, the latter now 
amounting to about £1,000,000. These 
are very serious results. A system in 
its nature extravagant and difficult to 
control has been set up, and the great 
bulk of the additional cost has been 
thrown not on the Exchequer, but on 
the local rates. 

Now I come to deal with the present 
Bill. Its financial proposals are based on 
two principles—the promotion of an eco- 
nomical and efficient system of administra- 
tion, the affording of relief to the local 
authority. The Bill sets up the principle 
of absolute local control, so that for the 
first time the local authorities will be 
masters in their own house. They will 


the 
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engage teachers, and every 
branch of the service ; they will 


make their own bargains with owners 
of schools in their own way. Every- 
thing that can be done by facilities 
for borrowing cheaply has been done to 
relieve localities in the cost of providing 
schools. The period of repayment has 
been extended, and a lower rate of 
interest provided. The Bill facilitates 
the acquisition and transfer of land, and 
it permits borrowing for playgrounds, 


equipments, and alterations. Country 
parishes have been relieved by an 
alteration of the clause in the last 


Act, whereby the parish is left with 


a school instead of three-quarters or a 
half. The right hon. Member for Dover 
has unreasonably misrepresented this 
provision. Inaspeech at the Albert Hall 
the right hon. Gentleman treated this 
clause as a new proposal which would 
turn these areas into a howling wilderness, 
when, as a matter of fact, it is a 
drastic measure of relief. I think the 
right hon. Gentleman might have read 


‘the Bill before making that criticism. 
|The great urban districts are granted 


autonomy,and we hope that what we have 
done will enable them to discharge their 
educational duties more efficiently and 


2X 2 
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economically. The grant of £1,000,000 | 
is for no mysterious scheme like that of 
1902.++;We provide it for purposes 
of > expenditure which are far more 
limited; than those of the Act of 1902. 
As my right hon. friend has explained to 


the House, it will be largely applied to the | 
districts | 


reduction of rates in those 
where provision has to be made for the 
purposes of, the Bill. 
endowments available for the purpose 
for which they were intended. 
House shou'd not be led away by the 
denunciations of these clauses. I 
will do my hon. friends opposite the 
justice of saving that when they so 
heartily denounced the clauses they did 
not understand what was 
They are simple in their object, and I 
think that when they are understood by 
the House no reasonable person wil! 
see any objection to them. The disposi- 
tion of the Government towards the 
schools is generous and sympathetic. No 
financial support is necessarily withdrawn. 
But it isalmost impossible to understand 
the action of the Government without 
going outside the limits of the Bill. I will 
put one illustration before the House on 
a matter already referred to—I mean the 
case of the necessitous schools. One of 
the worst changes the late Government 
made was the doing away with all special 
treatment of the necessitous school 
districts. The proposals for 
them will command general approval. 
Necessitous districts 


reasons. The children are an unduly 
large proportion of the population. 


Barking stands at the head of such dis- 
tricts with 240 children at school to every 
1,000 of the population, and Bexhill is 
the lowest with 97. In many of these 
urban districts such as West Ham the 
children in elementary schools represent 
a fifth of the population. Then in 
these places the rates are very high, 
often 10s. in the £, expenses of building | 
schools are great, and there is much 
poverty. I think it will be recognised 


from the explanation I have given that | 


the Government desire to do all in its | 
power to simplify and improve the | 
system of educat onal There | 
is a great deal to be done, and I should | 
like to see some movement towards | 
consolidating the Acts under which the 
~arious grants are given, as even the 
Mr, Lough. 


finance. 
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suffer for three |; 
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names of these grants have now only a 
historic interest. I think there should 
'be one consolidated grant. Then | 
| think an improvement would be made 
if all the schools would adopt the same 
school vea. All such improvements do 
not need legislation, but they would meet 
difficulties, facilitate economies, and assist 
the localities. The need of every effort 
is apparent when we realize the total 
cost of the service. With the additional 
grant the estimates this year amount to 
£13,750,000, when we add the rates this 
makes £26,000,000 for England and Wales 
alone. If we add to this, say £5,500,000 
for the total cost in Scotland and Ireland, 
the charge for Education in the United 
Kingdom is £31,500,000. Therefore it 
represents at this moment the heaviest, 
as it is the most important, branch of State 
expenditure, I appeal to hon. Members 
to take as favourable a view as they can 
of a Bill which, according to the right hon. 
Member for Oxford University, preserves 
intact the framework of the Act of 102. 
The proposals are liberal, moderate, 
and conciliatory. They may be a 
little costly for a time, and put restraint 
upon extreme views, but in so far as 
they carry out reforms without unneces- 
sarily reversing the policy of the predeces- 
sors of the Government, they form an 
illustrious example of the spirit that has 
contributed so much to the stability of 
British institutions. 


i*Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): I believe the hon. Gentleman said 
that the education policy of the late 
Government was bad, but he did not 
| succeed in proving that the rates in the 
City of Westminster had risen by 70 per 
‘cent. in the last three years in con- 
sequence. 


| 

| 

| *Mr. LOUGH: I said that the educa- 
tion rate had advanced by 70 per cent. in 

seven years. 


*Lorp BALCARRES: I quite under- 

| stand that, but the hon. Gentleman has 

/ not given the House the basis of his mis- 
_ leading estimate. Iconfess that I do not 

| see how this Bill remedies theextravagance 

which has been laid to the charge of the 

Party now in opposition. I see no sug- 

| gestion of economy, treating economy as 4 
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saving of money, in any part of this eloquent, in introducing the Bill, in 
Bill. I*do not call extending the period stating that the local authorities should 
for the repayment of loans for public be trusted to be fair-minded; but 
buildings good economy; it is most denominationalists have not always bee. 
extravagant. I trust the Chancellor treated with complete fairness and 
of the Exchequer will not allow that equitableness, for instance in Wales, and 
system to pervade other branches of his even in London. The right hon. Gentle- 
Department. The Secretary tothe Board man says that the English people have 
of Education, ina moment of pessimism, a positive genius for the administration 
rather gave away the whole case of their laws. He did not use the 
when he said the scheme might word “British” people; perhaps he 
be a little costly for a time. This had in his mind the Scottish extraction 
scheme will be costly, and the sum of of himself and myself; and he deliber- 
£1,000,000 provided in the Bill will be ately excluded the countrymen of the 
wholly insufficient to meet the new President of the Board of Trade. Will 
charges which will have to be met. the right hon. Gentleman tell us why the 
Turning to the effect of Clauses 5 and scheme is limited to urban areas? He 
4 of the Bill on the local authorities, tells us he wants elasticity, but I cannot 
[ maintain that the President o' the see why he should limit the population 
Board of Education gave no reason in to 5,000, That in itself is a hardship to 
his speech to justify Clause 4, except the Church of England. The Chancellor 
that in his opinion a certain elasticity of the Duchy, speaking yesterday 
ought to be introduced into urban attacked us severely, though not in the 
areas. Why should this dstinction be provocative manner of the President 
drawn between town and country? Itis of the Board of Trade. We oppose 
illogical, partial, and unfair. I consider this Bill because the members of 
that the dual system is most unfair. The the Church of England think that 
explanation of the distinction has been it inflicts injustice upon us. Under 
given by the Secretary for India, who the special facilities clause the Jewish 
admitted that the clause was introduced community can save 100 per cent. 
to satisfy the conscientious scruples of its schools: the Weslevans 52 
of the non-Protestant minority. I am per cent. ; the Roman Catholics 77 per 
in favour of their scruples being satis- cent., but the Church of England, which 
fied, but I do not see why their educates five times as many children as 
nights or the rights of other communities any other denomination, can only save 25 
which are equal and concurrent should be per cent. of its schools. Is it not 
taken away and solemnly regranted inthe patural that we should feel some sense 
form of favours. The conditions attend- of injustice? Is it not inevitable under 
ing the operation of Clause 4 will colour these circumstances that we should feel 
and control the whole of our local and that we were being harshly treated, and 
civic life. The means of evasion are jf we use strong language shouid be 
such that they will not only invite, but pardoned ? 
force, local authorities into the innermost 
religious strife from which they have Mr. PAUL (Northampton): Who use 
hitherto been free. The hon. Gentle- strong language ? 
man is optimistic in regard to the atti- 
tude of the local authorities. The only *Lorp BALCARRES: Members of the 
condition imposed in the Bill is that Church of England. 
they must consider an application, but 
there is no appeal from their decision. Mr. PAUL: I'am a member of the 
The Minister for Education was most | Church of England. 
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*Lorp BALCARRES: And as_ such 
the hon. Member is entitled to support the 
Bill, but when I say ‘“ we” I mean the 
vast majority of the Church of England, 
and I do not know whether the hon, 
Member that if he were to 
appeal to the Church people in his 
constituency, they would agree with 
him that it is a Bili of a fair or honourable 
character towards their Church. At any 
rate, some members of the Church to 
which I belong feel that this Bill 
is a grave act of injustice. Four- 
fifths of the parents can demand 
facilities, but why not a half, or a 
bare majority ? Surely that is the more 
simple method of ascertaining the view 
of the parish. The President of the 
Board of Education reminded us that 
minorities must suffer. It is indeed the 
badge of all their tribe, but does the 
right hon. Gentleman infer that the 
minority in this country is the Church of 
England, the Roman Catholics, or the 
Jews, the three chief denominations which 
together oppose this Bill? I do not think 
it can be said that the Church is in a 
minority, and I think the right hon. 
Gentleman ought to have more regard 
to the rights of the majority than he has 
shown by this Bill. With regard to the 
position of the teacher, why is the 
teacher in the town to be allowed to 
give this religious teaching while the 
teacher the country is refused 
that permission? The distinction be- 
tween two days and five days is, like 
the distinction between town and country, 
illogical, meaningless, and probably un- 
just. The House has not yet learned 
from the speeches which have been 
delivered what is going to be the precise 
relationship between the local authority 
and the teacher in the school. The 
right Gentleman informed a 
deputation that the intention of the 
clause is, that the teachers should remain 


claims 


in 


hon. 


the same as they are—those who are 
most qualified to give the particular 
religious instruction which hitherto has 


been given in the school. That required 
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a little amplification. It presumably 
does not apply exclusively to the living 
generation of teachers. When the teacher 
dies or is promoted, or retires, is a man 
to succeed him who will fulfil the con- 
ditions laid down by the right hon. 
Gentleman ? 

what J 


Mr. That is 


meant. 


BIRRELL : 


*Lorp BALCARRES: Then the whole 

claim of the right hon. Gentleman to 
have abolished tests is gone. The late 
Government in 1902 were more frank. 
They did not put into their Bill a clause 
saying that they were going to abolish 
teachers’ tests and then allow it to be 
dragged out of them by a deputation 
waiting upon the Minister that the 
intention of the clause was illusory, 
and that the tests as they now exist in 
voluntary schools in the country are 
in the future to continue as in the past. 
Much balm will therefrom come to the 
soul of the passive resister! The per- 
missive clause is the most objection- 
able of all, because it will create 
strife within the local authorities where 
strife does not now exist. There is 
practically no strife now except on the 
political platform and in the political Press. 
I wrote the other day to the chairman of 
the Lancashire Education Com nittee who 
has had more practical experience ofeduca- 
tion than any living man, and I asked 
how far the religious difficulty showe: 
itself by the withdrawal o! children, and 
he replied— 

“ We have no information as to the children 
withdrawn by their parents from religious 
instruction. This is not notified to us.” 

This is a matter which does not affect 
the life of the school. It is somewhat 
significant in a county like Lancashire 
where our feelings on this subject are 
very deep, that this gentleman does not 
think it worth while to make inquiry 
into the point as to whether children are 
withdrawn from religious instruction or 
not. Yet this is a county where the 














en 
us 


at 
re 


ot 
by: 
re 
Or 
1e 








1273 Housing of the Working {8 May 


people are sufficiently manly and inde- 
pendent to have no scruple in with- 
drawing their children if they desire to 
do so, any more than they would have 
any scruple in sending their children to a 
Congregational church, or in going them- 
selves to any particular place of worship 
they might choose as opposed to any 


other. This clause introduces deliberately 


religious strife into every localarea. To 
secure your four-fifths majority you 


will have to have a religious canvas. | 


Does any Member want that? Having 
got your majority you must immediately 
make efforts to retain it, 
efforts will take 
to do away with Sub-clause B. Wher- 
there are not two schools the 
four-fifths majority clause would be 
altogether worthless unless we could 
at once get a small school built 
to accommodate the balance of our 
children from the voluntary school, and 
that is not desirable. The removal of a 
few children, the migration of half-a- 
dozen families, the opening of a new mill, 
or of a new seam of coal,—all these things 
must readily and quickly change the 
conditions under which these facilities 
Then you would have 
inquiries re-opened and the old intrigues 
and constant fights on the local authority. 
But even as this clause is drafted, even 
before the withdrawal operates we should 
beentitled to re-open all these questions. 
The long and short of it is that there is 
going to be perpetual strife, confusion 
and intrigue, owing to the apple of discord 
wilfully thrown down by the Board of 
Kdueation. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Minister for Education said that if these 
facilities were illusory they would be a 
fraud. I take his words, and 
{ go further. There is no logic in 
them, no stability, and no security. 
They mean constant friction where 
there is no friction; constant 
friction in the town councils, for instance, 


and one 


form those will be 


ever 


are granted. 


own 


now 


where in ninety-nine cases out of 100) 


there is now absolutely no difficulty 


on religious questions. [An 


' 





Hon. ' 
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MemsBer: Oh, oh!] Does the hon 
Member say that in ninety-nine cases out 
of 100 there is friction [An Hon. MEMBER: 
No.] But under this Bill you are 
going to introduce it, because a town 
council, however wrongly the hon. Mem- 
ber may think, will be elected from one 
side and the other by people who in this 
case take a most profound interest in the 
religious question. I do not believe the 
right hon. Gentleman has realised his re. 
sponsibility towards religious denomina 
tions. He has miscalculated the depth 
of the convictions of Churchmen, but he 
has also miscalculated our strength. We 
are told that the alternative to this clause 
is secular education or secularism, what- 
ever it may be called—the exclusion of 
any sort of religious teaching from our 
schools. That is a threat [MINISTERIAL 
Cries of “‘ No” }—a threat at least to 
those who believe in religious education, 
and history does not show that that form 
of threat is one of which denominational- 
ists need be afraid. I deny emphatic- 
ally that secularism is the alternative. 
It is admitted in all quarters of the House 
that the country will not at this time 
stand secularism, and it is my firm belief 
that the right hon. Gentleman will find it 
sufficiently difficult to pass his Bill with 
Clause 4 in it; but if he excludes the 
clause with a view to introducing secular- 
ism, he will find it absolutely impossible. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That 
the debate be now adjourned ”—(Mr. 
Bryce)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 

Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [7th May], “ That 
Major Dunne be one other Member of 
the Select Committee on the Housing 
of the Working Classes Acts Amendment 


Bill.” 


Question again proposed. 
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Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
said that the Labour Party had no 
personal or political objection to the 


Housing of the Working 


members of this Committee, whose names | 


they were now opposing; they were 
objecting to them on a question of 
principle, and not upon any other ground 
He hoped 


matter, 


whatever. the House, in 


considering this would keep 
that fact well m mind. He wished to 
Say, as representing those who sat on 
the Labour Benches, that in the past 


they thought the Patronage Secretary 
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|on the Committee ? Had the Whips on 
‘the Opposition side or the Irish Whips 
"made any objection? If no objection 
had been raised, then he should expect 


'the Patronage Secretary to explain why 


the Labour Party had been so excluded. 
They said that, as a Labour Party, paid 
by Labour organisations, and directly 
representing Labour opinions, they were 
entitled to representation on a Committee 
of this 
would divide the House against the 


kind. For that reason they 


name now proposed. 


had, on the whole, met their claims | 


fairly, and they attributed no blame 
The 


they were taking in reference to this 


to him upon that score. action 


particular Committee was based upon 


two grounds. The Labour Members 


who sat on those benches had been re- | 


turned to Parliament to represent certain 
definite principles ; 
to representation upon all important 
Committees, and particularly upon those 
Committees directly affecting the work- 
ing classes. That was a frank statement 
of their claim. Why had this particular 


Committee been so constituted as to 


exclude a Member of the Labour Party? 


The Secretary to the Treasury had ad- | 
mitted that if the Committee had con- | 


sisted of fifteen Members, the Labour 
Party would have had a Member upon 
it. In a matter of such importance’as 
this Committee was appointed to con- 
sider, the matter should have been so 
arranged as to entitle the Labour Party 
to be represented upon it. The appoint- 
ment of such a Committee was not, and 
should not be, a matter of vulgar frac- 
tions. He and his friends claimed to be 
entitled to representation on all Com- 
mittees concerning the working classes, 
From whom had objection come against 
the’ Labour Members being represented 


they were entitled | 


*Mr. FENWICK 
Wansbeck) said that after what had taken 


place in reference to the Motion before the 


(Northumberland, 


House he thought the House would not 
consider him unreasonable if he claimed 
their indulgence for a short time. It was 
a matter of no concern to him what his 
hon. friends chose to label themselves, but, 
when they proceeded to rule those who 


like himself sat on that side of the House 


_as outside the rank of Labour representa- 


tives [Cries of “‘ No”’], then he thought 
they were justified in protesting against 
What 


special right had his hon. friends on 


such an act of excommunication. 


the other side to be considered as the 
representatives of Labour that they 
who sat on the Ministerial side of the 
House had not an equal claim to? 
They were trade unionists, they stood 
at the head of large Labour organisa. 


Their 


claim in both these respects was infinitely 


tions which they had built up. 


superior to the claim of some of those 
claimed to be members of the 
Labour Party. They had been work- 


They had worked in the mine 


who 


men. 
and in the factory side by side with 
House. 


They were paid, and he was not ashamed 


those who sent them to this 


to admit it, as hon. Gentleman claimed 








_ 
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to be paid on the other side. 
it was the fashion amongst some of his 


hon. friends like the hon. Member for | 


Leicester to write them down as non- 
descript Labour Members, but he defied 
him or any other member of the Labour 
Party to cite a claim as unique as his 
own to be regarded as a Labour repre- 
sentative. He not ashamed to 
admit that twenty-one years ago he 
was earning his bread as a working 
miner the 
senting the constituency which he now 


was 


when delegates _repre- 
had the honour to represent in this 
House asked him to leave his work to 
represent them here, which he had done 
ever since. When any one of his hon. 


friends opposite could show a claim as 


unique as that, then they might claim 


in a special sense to be Labour repre- 
sentatives. 
for Woolwich had said that those men 
who sat on the Liberal side and claimed 

let them mark the word—to be Labour 
Members were Liberals pure and simple. 
He 


did claim that it was as bona fide as the 


ventured to say that even if they 


claim of any hon. Member opposite. 
It was a matter of public notoriety 
that 
Wooliwch for many months in the last 


his hon. friend the Member for 
Parliament refused to sign the pledge 
of the 


Yet was there any one of the Labour 


Independent Labour 


His hon. friend the Member | 


Party. | 


Members who regarded his hon. friend | 


as less of a Labour representative be- 
of that ? 
pledge was to be the credential for 
becoming a member of the Labour 


cause 


Party then they would get many men 
had 
with honest toil ready and willing to 
He, therefore, entered his strongest 
possible protest to the argument that 


whose hands never been 


sign. 


because they sat on the Ministerial 


If the signing of a 


soiled | 
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He knew | 


side of the House they were not entitled 
to be regarded as Labour representa- 
One of the Members of the 
proposed Committee, the hon. Member for 
Birkenhead, had as noble a record as a 
trade 


tives. 


Labour and a 
unionist as it was possible for any man to 
have. In addition to that he had excep- 


tional qualifications for service upon 


representative 


the Committee now in question by reason 
of the work in which he had been engaged 
so directly and efficiently for many years 
past. He had devoted his time more 
closely to the question of the housing of 
the working classes than probably any 
other Labour representative in the House, 
and in nominating him to sit upon this 
Committee the Government had acted 
He ask 


hon. friends to remember that on Thurs- 


wisely and well. would his 
day last week they were given a place 
on a Committee to deal with the question 
of the taxation of land values in Scotland 
and no objection was raised, and he 
thought Labour representatives who sat 
on the Ministerial side were entitled on 
this occasion to have a member of their 


Own group. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): We wel- 


come you. 


*Mr. FENWICK said he was glad that 
claim was admitted, but if they claimed 
representation on Party lines his hon. 
friends opposite were only entitled as a 
separate and distinct Party to claim 
representation in proportion to their 
numbers. He understood the hon. Mem- 
ber for Merthyr Tydvil went one better 
than that, and claimed in addition repre- 
sentation in consequence of the special 
position which he and his friends occupied 
as representing Labour constituencies, 
His hon. friend could not claim it on 
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both grounds. If he was content to take ; just listened would have been better 
‘raised round a table among themselves. 


it on purely Party lines he must take 


content with the fair representation in 


proportion to the number of the Party he | 


his fair representation, and if the Govern- | He had not the privilege of listening to 


ment was not prepared to extend the | the speech of his hon. friend the Member 


Committee then he would have to be | for Woolwich, but he had read it, and 


he agreed with every word he said. It 


controlled. But when the hon. Gentieman | 
went outside and claimed it on special | 
grounds his position was no stronger than, | 
if indeed it was as strong as, the claim of | 


his hon. friends who sat on the Ministerial 
side. There were a number of members 
of the so-called Labour Party who were 
trade union leaders and who stood at the 
head of great trade organisations, but 
what was true of those Gentlemen was 
not equally true of every member of the 
Party, and for them to attempt to rule 
others outside the pale of Labour repre- 


was as well that they should know where 
they were in this matter. What was the 
position? The Patronage Secretary had 
decided for himself how many Parties 
there were in the House. He and his 
friends refused to accept the decision of 


‘the Patronage Secretary as to what con- 


stituted a Party. 


That was the whole 
question, and they did not accept the sug- 
gestion that one of the members of the 


| group opposite with which they were not 


sentation was, in his opinion, sufficient 
justification for rising as he did to-night | 


to enter a protest. 


*Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) said he was very sorry that 
the hon. Member for the Wansbeck 
Division should have treated the matter 


‘not entitled to 
hoped 


connected represented them on this Com- 
mittee. What he should have preferred 
would have been that the Party to 
which he belonged had been told that 
they were entitled or that they were 
representation. He 
there would be no_ further 
cavilling as between what was known 


as the trade union Party and the Party 


as a question between the representatives | 


of Labour on one side of the House 


and the representatives of Labour on the | 


other. He was perfectly sure that if 
he knew the true history of this question 
he would have spoken differently. On 
no single occasion had they ever raised 
any objection to or questioned in any way 
any nomination from amongst the hon. 
Gentleman’s friends on any Committee. 
If there was an issue between himself 
and his friends and some other Party 
in the House, it was between them and 
the Patronage Secretary and the Party 
In these 
circumstances he thought the question 
raised in the speec’: to which they had 
Mr. Fenwick. 


on whose behalf he acted. 


with which he acted. The Independent 
Labour Party did,not sit in the House 
as supporters of the Government, and 
did not, accept the Government whips. 
That was the clean division between 
them and those who sat as supporters 
of the Government, and the House 
ought to recognise it. He 
exceedingly sorry that the issue had 
been raised between the two sections. 
It had never been raised in that form by 
himself and his friends. The Govern- 


was 


ment had chosen to select certain men 


first from one group and then from the 
other to serve on these Committees. 
It might happen that under such a system 
they would be without representation on 
some of the most important Committees - 
and they would never accept such a 
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Housing of the Working 
position. They sat in the House as a 
separate Party ; they did not accept the 
(Government whips, and they claimed 


| 


sufficient independence to entitle them | 


to representation on every Committee. 
If the Government did not think the 
Labour Party strong enough to claim 
the right of representation, then let them 
say so at once, and the Labour Party 
Although at 


present their numbers were small, they 


would see where they were. 


might come back sixty or eighty strong. 
Did the Government consider thirty 
Members a “‘ miserable minority” ? In 
If the 
Government gave them a representation 
of one, it did not follow that that Member 
In the 
House they had always treated all ques- 


many ways it was. effective. 


would oppose the Government. 
tions from a public point of view. 
They were independent, and in nine 
cases out of ten they voted with the 
Government. The Government would do 
wisely to recognise them and not to set 
them in competition against their friends 
who sat on the Government side of the 


House. 


Mr. BRACE (Glamorganshire, 8.) said 
this discussion was to him one of the most 
painful experiences of his life, and he 
would not have interposed were it not 
that his hon. friend the Member for the 
Clitheroe Division had failed to ap- 
the trade 
union group of Labour Members. It 


preciate the position of 
seemed to be thought that, because the 
trade union group received the whips of 
the Liberal Party, they were, of necessity, 
supporters of the Government under all 
circumstances and were controlled by the 
Liberal Party. That was simple nonsense. 
The receiving of the Party whips was a 
small, and to him an unimportant, matter. 
The real touchstone as to whether they 


voted against the Government. 
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were supporters of the Government was 


‘not in the reception of the whips, but 


their action in the division lobbies ; and 
time and again he and his friends had 
If this 
claim were upheld, and he made no 
objection to it, the trade union group 
would, for its own protection, make the 
same claim to be recognised as a separate 
Party and to be entitled to representation 


on Committees. 


PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY TREASURY (Mr. 
GeoRGcE WHITELEY, Yorkshire, W.R., 
Pudsey) said he had little to add to 
what he had said on this question last 


THE 
TO THE 


night. He was, in some respects, the 
trustee of all the Parties and sections 
in the House, and he ventured to con- 
ceive that it was his business, as Chief 
Whip, to endeavour, as fairly as he could, 
to make all the Committees as repre- 
senative of every section of the House as 
was possible. Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
claimed a representative on every Com- 
Such a claim was preposterous 
The 


Labour Party were entitled to have one- 


twenty-third of the representation on 


mittee. 


and an absolute impossibility. 


these Committees, and yet, out of seven- 
teen Committees which had been ap- 
pointed, they were represented on no 
fewer than thirteen. The hon. Member 
for South Glamorgan had described the 
If the Labour Party 


set up this claim, then the trade union 


position exactly. 


group were entitled-to make the same 
claim, the Ulster Unionists might claim 
to be a separate Party, and even another 
group which had been set up this very 
session, a group dealing with the High- 
lands of Scotland, might put forward 
the same demand for representation. 
He had taken a great deal of trouble to 
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try to conciliate hon. Members opposite. 
He had explained to them that in the 
circumstances their claim was unreason- 
able, and that the question was a question 
of principle upon which the Government 
were bound to take their stand. 


Mr. CROOKS said he would be the 
last man the to 
that his friends opposite were not, 


in world suggest 





said that their argument might apply to 
the Ulster Unionists, and that these 
should have a special representative ; but 
the Ulster Unionists were part and parcel 
of the Conservative Party. [Cries of 
“ Divide.”] Hon. Gentlemen had han- 
soms to go home in, or motor-cars ; the 
Labour Party had not, yet they did not 


wish to hurry up the division. They 


were fighting this point out with the 


in the best sense of the word, Labour | 


representatives ; but they were chosen 
as part and parcel of the Liberal Party 


| 


Whip of the Liberal Party. That hon. 
Gentleman had put his Party in a false 


position by declaring that the Labour 


and could not claim to represent the In- 


dependent Labour Party. There were 


many Members in the House who might | 


put themselves up and declare them- 
selves to be Labour representatives. The 
noble Lord the Member for East Maryle- 
be returned to the 
House by the working men of that 
Member 
make a 


bone claimed to 


borough and the right hon. 
for West Birmingham might 
similar claim. It was quite clear to 
those that the 


Committee would not be perfect if they 


who sat beside him 
shut out the hon. Member for Birken- 
head, who would represent expert know- 
ledge. The Independent Labour Party 


numbered thirty. They were sent to 


Party were represented by the Gentleman 


he had nominated. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELY said he did 
not say that the Labour Party on that 
side of the House was represented on 
the Committee ; but he said that labour 


was represented, 


Mr. CROOKS said that that was all 
very nice, but, as had been said already, 
every Member of the House might claim 
The claim 


of the Independent Labour Party was 


that he represented labour. 


| that as this Committee was to deal with 


Parliament under certain conditions, and 


had special experience of the subject to 
Yet 


they were told that their opinion was to 


be considered by the Committee. 


be represented by men on the other side | 


of the House ! 
that they were not fighting the nominee 
of the Patronage Secretary, but they 


claimed to be a distinct Party, and de- | 


manded recognition as such. It was 


It was to be understood | 


a matter closely connected with the 
working classes, they were entitled to 
But really the 


whole system of nominating these Com- 


special consideration. 


mittees on the principle of Party strength 
He thought that 


the nation had a right to the services 


was entirely wrong. 

of the best men in the House irrespective 

of the}Party to which they might belong. 
Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 320; Noes, 
43. (Division List No. 70.) 


AYES. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Acland-Hood,RtHn SirAlex.F. : Alden, Percy 
Adkins, W. Ryland 

Agnew, George William 


Mr. George Whiteley. 


| Ainsworth, John Stirling ; 


; Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
| Ashton, Thomas Gair 


| Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) , Asquith, Rt. Hon HerbertHenry 
| Arkwright, John Stanhope 


| Astbury, John Meir 
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‘ ubrey-Fletcher,Rt. Hon.SirH. , 
3aker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
saker, Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 

Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 

Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 

Barker, John 
sarlow, Percy (Bedford) 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry,N.) 
3eale, W. P. 

Jeauchamp, E. 

3eaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Seckett, Hon. Gervase 
3ellairs, Carlyon 

Benn,John Williams(Devonp’rt 

Benn, W.(T’wr Hamlets,S.Geo. 

Bennett, E. N. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
sillson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 

Black, Arthur W.( Bedfordshire 
soulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 

Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Brodie, N. C. 

Brotherton, Edward Allen 

Brunner, J. F.L. (Lanes., Leigh) 

Bryce, J. A. (Inverness Burghs) 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 

Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burnyeat, J. D. W. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 

Buxton, Rt. Hn.SydneyCharles 

Cairns, Thomas 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Causton,Rt.HnRichard Knight 

Cave, George 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 

Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 

Chance, Frederick William 

Channing, Francis Allston 

Cheetham, John Frederick 

Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 

Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Coats,Sir T. Glen(Renfrew,W.) 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 

Collins,Sir.Wm.J(S. Pancras, W. 

Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 

Corbett,C. H (Sussex, E.Grinst’d 

Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Courthope, G. Loyd 

Cox, Harold 

Craig, Herbert J.(Tynemouth) 

Crombie, John William 

Crostield, A. H. 

Crossley, William J. 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Davies, David (MontgomeryCo. 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 

Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh,S.) | 
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| Hyde, Clarendon 
| Illingworth, Percy H. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 


| Johnson, W. (Nuneton) 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras,N | 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunne, Major E. M. (Walsall) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Forster, Henry William 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Gladstone,Rt.Hn HerbertJohn | 
Glendinning, R. G. 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haddock, George R. 


Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. | 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hart- Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henry, Charles 8. 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor(Mon.,8.) 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) | 
Hill, Sir Clement(Shrewsbury) | 
Hill, Henry Staveley(Staff’sh.) | 
Hobart, Sir Robert 
Hobhouse, Charles £. H. 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope,W. Bateman(Somerset,N | 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, Hon. Geotfrey 


Jackson, R. 8. 
Jardine, Sir J. 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 


Kearley, Hudson E. 

Keswick, William 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Lambert, George 





| Micklem, 
| Molteno, Percy Alfred 
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| Lamont, Norman 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E. 
Leese, Sir Joseph F (Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A.Levy(Essex, Harwich 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 


| Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 


Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 
Macdonald,J.M. (Falkirk. B’ghs 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


| M’Crae, George 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 


| M‘Micking, Major G. 
| Maddison, Frederick 


Mantield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall( Lincoln)_- 
Marks,G Croydon(Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Menzies, Walter 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Nathaniel 


Mond, A. 

Montagu, E. S. 

Montgomery, H. H. 
Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. John 
Morpeth, Viscount 


| Morrell, Philip 
| Morse, L. L. 


Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN. (Doncaster 
Nield, Herbert 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
Paul, Herbert 


| Paulton, James Mellor 


Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
| Pearson,Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Pearson,W. H. M. (Suffolk,Eye 


| Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 


Philipps,Col. Ivor(S’thampton) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Priestley, W. E. B.( Bradford, E ) 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 

Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards,Thomas(W. Monm’th 
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Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Roberts, 8. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Robertson,Rt. Hn. E.( Dundee) 
Robertson,SirG. Scott(Bradf’rd 
Robinson, 8. 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott,A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick, B. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smith,F.E.( Liverpool, Walton) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh.) 


Adjournment 


Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Bottomley, Horatio 

Bull, Sir William James 
Byles, William Pollard 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crooks, William 

Duncan, C.(Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Fell, Arthur 

Gill, A, H, 

Glover, Thomas 


Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil) | 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Higham, John Sharp 


Mr. Mackarness, Mr. 


Morrell, 


{COMMONS} 


Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Tennant, E. P. (Salisbury) 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson,J. W.H(Somerset, E. 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Wadsworth, J. 

Wallace, Robert 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 
Ward,W Dudley(Southampton 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 


NOES. 


Hodge, John 

Hudson, Walter 

Jenkins, J. 

Jowett, F. W. 

Kelley, George D. 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Macpherson, J. T. 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Marks, H. H. (Kent) 
Masterman, C. F. G. 
Money, L. G. Chiozza 


| O'Grady, J. 
| Parker, James (Halifax) 


Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Seddon, J. 


Mr. 
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of the House. 


Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whiteley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williams, W. L. (Carmarthen) 
Williamson, A.(Elgin and Nairn 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson,'Hon.'C. H. W.( Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wodehouse, Lord (Norfolk,'!Mid 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon , 
Woodhouse, SirJ. T. (Huddersf’d 


Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Shackleton, David James 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Snowden, P. 

Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Thorne, William 

Walsh, Stephen 

Wardle, George J. 

Watt, H. Anderson 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 
Arthur Henderson and Mr. 
Ramsay Macdonald. 


Ordered, That five be the quorum.— 








Rowlands, Mr. Vivian, Mr. T. R. Bethell, 
Mr. Lane-Fox, Colonel Lockwood, 
Mr. Abel Smith, and Mr. Ginnell nomi- 
nated other Members of the Select 
Committee. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 





records. 


Adjourned 


(Mr. George Whiteley.) 


ALIENS BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


And it {being after half-past Eleven 
of the clock on Tuesday Mr. Speaker 
adjourned the House without Question 


put. 


at twelve minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


Member, 
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(two) ; Nash Manor and Lisworney (two) ; 
North Cheriton (two); Northfield ; 
Norwich ; Outwood (two) ; Preston (two) ; 
Rusholme; St. Michael at Bowes; Sal- 
ford; South Shields (two) ; Spennymoor 


Reports, de. 


The House met at a quarter before (two); Stillingfleet; Stoke upon Trent ; 


Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Southampton Gas Bill, as amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time. 


Sutton, Southcoates, and Drypool Gas 
Bill, Waterford Corporation and Bridge 
Bill, reported, with Amendments. — Re- 
ports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed, 


PETITIONS. 


COAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


Petitions in favour: from Aspatria 


Pits ; Burslem ; East Leeds ; East 
Lothian; Featherstone Main; Hunslet 
Carr; Llettys Lenkin; Mid Lothian ; 


Rounds Green; Stratford Main ; Wednes- 
bury ; and Whitehaven Pits Colleries ; 
to lie upon the Table, 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACT (1896) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Forfarshire, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table, 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL (RELIGIOUS TEACHING). 

Petitions against alteration of Law: 
from Allonby ; Armitage Bridge ; Benson 
‘two); Bilston (two); Bradley (two) ; 
Brightstone ; Brownwood Park ; Castle- 
side (two) ; Chaffeombe (two) ; Charlton 
Adam: Chileomb ; Chorley ; Crawley ; 
Crawthorne; Earl’s Court; Finchley ; 
Flushing; Framlingham and Saxtead ; 
Hamsterley (two) ; Harvington ; Hawke- 
hurst (two); Heversham; Highgate ; 
Hinkley; Holme Cultram; Holton ; 
Horsington; Hurst ; Ingatestone and 
Fryerning ; Kensington ; Kingsdon (two); 
Lawford (three); Llanvihangel (two) ; 
London (three); Moordown; Muswell Hill 
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Stoulton ; Stretford (two) ; Stroud Green ; 
Tewin (two); Tysoe; Waterhead ; 
Willington ; Winchester (five); and 
Winteringham ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petition from South Shields, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 
FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT 190i 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

Petition of the Royal Sanitary Institute, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


JUVENILE SMOKING BILL. 


Petition from South Shields, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING (SCOTLAND) AMENDMENT 
SILL. 
Petition irom Corstophine in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC AMBULANCE SERVICE 
(LONDON). 


Petition from Kensington, for the 
appointment of a Committee of Inquiry ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION BILL. 


Petition of the Royal Sanitary Institute 
against ; to lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION ACTS. 
Petitition from 
lie upon the Table. 


sristol for repeal ; to 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ARMY. 


Copy presented, of Interim Report of 
Anti-Typhoid Inoculation Committee (by 
Command), to lie upon the Table. 


2¥ 








Questions. 
NAVY. 


Copies presented, of Reports of Depart- 
mental Committees appointed to con- 
sider certain questions concerning the 
Extension of the New Scheme of Train- 
ing for Officers of the Navy, ete. (by 
Command), to lie upon the Table. 
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EAST INDIA (FINANCIAL STATE- 
MENT), 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[Sir Henry Fowler|; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. (No. 162.) 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 
SECURITIES. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 3rd April ; Wr. McKenna] to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 163.) 


WALNEY LIGHT DUTIES. 


Return ordered, “of the Accounts of 
the Receipts and Expenditure of the 
Walney Light Duties as rendered to the 
Board of Trade, in accordance with 
Section 20 of the Furness Railway Act, 
1894, for each of the last three years.”— 
(Major Seely. ) 


ILLITERATE VOTERS (GENERAL 
ELECTION, 1906.) 

Address for “Return showing — the 
number of persons who voted as Illiterates 
at the General Election of 1906 in the 
United Kingdom.” —( Mr. Crooks.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Examinations for Indian Forestry Service. 

Mr. BUTCHER (Cambridge Univer- 
sity): To ask the Secretary of State for 
India how many examinations have been 
held for the Indian Forestry Service 
since the spring of 1895; how many 
candidates entered for each examination, 
and how many passed ; and whether any 
candidates have been taken into the 
service without examination. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
Eleven examinations have been held 
since the spring of 1895. 
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are the figures of candidates who entered 
and who passed. 








wn | Coe | eee 

1895 22 6 
1896. 22 6 
1897. 18 6 
1898. 16 6 
1899 16 4 
1900. 22 

1901. 17 10 
1902. 16 8 
1903 17 
1904 21 11 








In 1905, owing to discussions which 
were raised as to the method of training 
probationers in this country, it was im- 
possible to publish the conditions until a 
very late date; and it was probably 
oving to this fact that only four candi- 
dates presented themselves, of whom two 


passed. Thereupon, to meet the require- 
ments of the Government of India, 
thirteen additional men were selected 


without examination from among candi- 
dates who offered themselves in response 
to an invitation widely circulated among 
educational institutions. These proba- 
tioners will, however, like their predeces- 
sors, have to satisfy further tests before 
they are finally admitted to the Indian 
Forest Service. 


Payment of Irish Education Grants. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he can arrange 
that the annual capitation grant for Irish 
primary education should be _ paid 
immediately on the termination of the 
year, and not three months after date as 
at present. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) I beg to refer 


The following | to the reply which I gave to the similar 
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(Juestion of the hon. Member for North 
Westmeath on March 5th.+ 


Postmen’s Pensions. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Croydon) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
postmen of thirty-seven years service and 
upwards, having an exemplary character, 
are entitled to any pension on being 
retired by the Department. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) Yes, 
ii they are established officers. 


Delay in Delivery of Mr. John Nunan’s 
etters. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): To ask the Postmaster- 
General if he will explain why letters 
addressed to Mr. John Nunan, M.C.C., 
who has changed his residence from 
Johnstown, Glanworth, to Cregg, Fermoy, 
of which change of address the postmaster 
ut Glanworth was duly notified, have 
heen, in some instances, sent to the 
returned letter office, thereby causing 
delay and inconvenience. 


(Answered hy Mr. Sydney Buxton.) In- 
quiries are being made with regard to 
the matter to which the hon. Member 
refers, and I will communicate the result 
to him as early as possible. 


Irish Land Purchase—Stamp Duty. 

Mr. OSHEE (Waterford, W.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he has given the further consideration 
promised to the suggested amendment of 
the Finance Acts for the purpose of 
relieving tenant purchasers in Ireland 
from the payment of stamp duty in 
respect of the redemption value on the 
loans made to them by the State for the 
purchase of their holdings ; and whether, 
as it was never intended that such duty 
should be leviable, the matter will be 
dealt with by a new clause in the Finance 
Bill. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) I must 
refer the hon. Member to the Answer 
which I gave him on March 28th.} I 
cannot admit that it was never intended 
that such duty should be leviable. 





+ See (4) Debates, cliii., 55. 
$ See (4) Debates, cliv., 1288. 
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French Barley Duty. 
Mr. STARKEY (Nottinghamshire, 


Newark): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether the temporary 
admission of barley into France upon 
which the duty is remitted still continues ; 
and also what amount of French malt was 
imported into this country last month. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) The 
system of “ temporary admission ” under 
which the import duty on barley is 
remitted, on condition of an equivalent 
quantity of malt being exported, is still 
in operation in France. The quantity of 
French malt imported into the United 
Kingdom during the last month was 
350 ewts. 


Telegraph Guarantees. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): To ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether the proposed altera- 
tion in telegraph guarantees in rural 
districts, whereby the Postmaster-General 
takes two-thirds of the risk, will apply to 
existing guarantees or only to those 
entered into after the passing of the 
Finance Bill. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) The 
concession will apply to all existing 
guarantees from the 30th of April last. 


Income-‘Tax Committee—Methods of 
Assessment and Collection. 

Mr. RIDSDALE (Brighton): To ask 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
the reference to the new Committee upon 
the Graduation of the Income-tax will in- 
clude an inquiry into the present methods 
of assessment and collection. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) The refer- 
ence to the Committee, which has been 
approved by the House, is to consider 
the practicability of graduating the 
amount of the tax and of differentiating - 
between permanent and precarious in- 
comes. It will be for the Committee to 
determine how far an inquiry into the 
present methods of assessment and collec- 
tion is necessary or relevant to the subject 
of the investigation. 


Transfer of the Sparkbrook Factory. 
Mr. MADDISON (Burnley): To ask 


the Secretary of State for War if the 


2¥ 2 
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negotiations for the transfer of the Spark- 
brook Gun Factory were begun by the 
present Government. 


Questions, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The negotiations for the transfer of 
Sparkbrook Factory were begun by the 
late Government. 
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dating from March, 1905, to March, 1906 ; 
and what proportion of the women are 
married, 


(Questions. 


THE SECRETARY to THE ADMIR 
ALTY (Mr. Epmunp Ropertson, Dun- 
dee): The introduction of female labour 
at Devonport was largely experimental, 
and was based on the fact that the class 





Infant Mortality—Suggested Appoint- 
ment of Departmental Committee. 


Mr. ALDEN (Middlesex, Tottenham) : 


To ask the First Lord of the Treasury | 


whether, in view of the fact that the 
Report of the Registrar-General indicates 


a serious condition of things as regards | 
infant mortality in certain large industrial | 
towns and areas, he will consider the | 
advisability of appointing a Departmental | 
Committee to investigate the causes of | 


such mortality, with power to call for 
special Reports from, or institute inquiry 
into, the towns and areas concerned. 


(Answered Sir H, 


Bannerman, ) 


] YW 


Camphell- | 
I am fully alive to the! 


|of work on which these women are em- 
| ployed has for some years been performed 
_by women in large private shipbuilding 
establishments. Economy without sacri- 
| ficing efticiency was aimed at. No men 
were discharged from the dockyard is 
a consequence of the change, but seven 
men who had been previously employed 
on upholstering sewing work were found 
other employment. The average weekly 
wage of the women during the whole 
time referred to was 15s. 9d., but this 
is exclusive of payment of 6s. per week 
given to the working chargewoman since 
January 22nd last only. Out of thirteen 
women employed, five are married and 
eight single or widows. 


importance of this question, and, as my | 


hon. friend will see from an 
which I gave yesterday, the Local 


Government Board are taking active steps 
to ascertain the causes of excessive infant 


mortality with a view to the adoption of | 


remedial measures. I may mention that | 
a conference, which will be attended by a 
large number of representatives of muni- 


cipalities, is shortly to be held to consider | 
the whole question, and I understand | 


that it is to be presided over by my right 


hon. friend the President of the Local | 
I do not think that, 
under these circumstances, it is necessary | 


Government Board, 


to appoint a Departmental Committee. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Devonport Dockyard—Employment of 
Women. 


Mr. OGRADY (Leeds, F.): I heg to | 


ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether it was on the grounds of economy 


alone that females were introduced to do | 


Answer | 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tdy- 
vil): What were the wages paid to the 
men on the same class of work ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON asked 
for notice of that Question, 


Boys and Naval Construction. 

Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir 
alty whether, in view of the order issued 
by his Department that in future no more 
apprentices in His Majesty’s dockyard 
at Portsmouth are to be awarded naval 
construction scholarships, in spite of the 
results hitherto obtained, he will say 
| whether this order is intended to practi- 
eally exclude dockyard boys from the 
Royal Corps of Naval Constructors un- 
less they can obtain admission through 
'the medium of a King’s or Whitworth 
scholarship ; and whether, by this order, 
| it is intended to give better opportunities 
to private students at the expense of the 
lads in the dockyards. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: No 
such order as that mentioned has been 
issued. 


the work hitherto done by men in the | 


upholstery and polishing departments of | 
the Devonport dockyard ; how many men | 
in each trade were discharged as a result | 
of women being employed ; what are the | 
average weekly wages of the women, | 


Naval Construction. 
Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
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the fact that the new French naval pro- 
gramme for this year consists of six 
battleships of large dimensions ; and that 
the German naval programme of two 
large battleships and two small cruisers 
has been augmented by the addition of 
one large armoured cruiser ; and whether 
he has any official information showing 
that the six French battleships and one 
(;erman armoured cruiser are additions 
to the programmes of the Powers since 
the Admiralty decided to reduce our last 
year's programme by one armoured 
cruiser, and framed this year’s pro- 
gramme of four armoured vessels as 
announced in Lord Cawdor’s statement 
of Admiralty policy. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 


Answer is in the affirmative. 


The Native Rising in South Africa— 
Bambaata. 

Mr. J. WARD: I beg to ask the 
Under - Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he can say under what law 
the native chief Bambaata has been 
declared an outlaw, and a price placed 
upon his head; what was his original act 
ot rebellion; if captured, what court 
will try him for the offences charged 
against him ; and what action the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies has taken to 
secure the Imperial reservation lands 
belonging to the innocent part of his 
tribe from illegal confiscation. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY orSTATE 
FOR THE COLONIES (Mr. CHurcuitt, 
Manchester, N.W.): The offer of a reward 
for Bambaata was, I understand, made as 
an executive act and not under any law. 
It has since been withdrawn by the Natal 
Government. The information — the 
Secretary of State has received from the 
{rovernor is that a serious faction fight 
took place some time ago between two 
divisions of the tribe of which Bambaata is 
the Chief. The case was tried in the civil 
courts, and it was found that Bambaata 
had been fomenting these disturbances, 
It was decided to relieve Bambaata of the 
control of his tribe. Taking advantage 
of the general disturbed condition of the 
country, he refused to submit himself to 
the authority of the Government and 
declined to leave his kraal when sum- 
moned to Maritzburg. I am not in a 
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whether his attention has been called to, 
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position to give a definite Answer to the 
third Question, but the presumption is 
that he will be tried by a civil court. 
There is no question of illegal confiscation 
of any of the land to which the hon. 
Member refers as “ Imperial reservation 
lands” but which is, I understand, more 
properly described as land administered 
under the Natal Native Trust for the use 
of natives. A new chief was appointed 
for the main section of the tribe, which 
remained loyal to the Government, and 
the rest, 261 huts inall, have been placed 
under the jurisdiction of other chiefs. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Is 
the hon. Gentleman aware that Bambaata 
is merely a passive resister ? 


Transvaal Settlers’ Ordinance. 

Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER ( Wilts- 
shire, Chippenham): I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the Government. will 
make inquiries as to the technical 
disabilities under the Settlers’ Ordinance 
of the ‘Transvaal, which the Commissioner 
of Lands, in his Report of November 
Ist, 1905, described as  practica!ly 
excluding Jand purchase and reducing 
very greatly the scope of the policy of 
State-aided settlement ; and whether, if 
such disabilities are still in operation, 
they will cause them to be removed. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The Secretary of 
State has recently been informed by 
Lord Selborne that the Land Board has 
been asked to consider and report upon 
whether any amendments, and, if so, what 
amendments, should be made to the 
Settlers and Crown Lands Disposal 
Ordinance of 1902 and 1903 respectively 
so as to facilitate and improve the 
administration of any funds available 
for the encouragement of agricultural 
settlers in the country, and for the settle- 
ment of existing Crown Lands. 


Tibetan Indemnity. 

Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether, having regard to the fact 
that the Convention with China does not 
alter the amount of the Tibetan indemnity 
in any way, he is now able to give any 
information regarding the payment of the 
first instalment of that indemnity which 
was due on January Ist last. 
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THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Mr. Joun Mortey, Montrose 
Burghs) : Now that the Convention with 
China is signed, early payment of the 
first instalment of the Tibetan indemnity 
may be looked for. But I am not yet in 
a position to give definite information. 


Questions. 


Akabah Railway. 

*CapraIN FABER (Hampshire, An- 
dover) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs if he will state how 
much of the railway from Smyrna to 
Akabah is now completed ; if there are 
any breaks in the line, what number ; 
and, if so, of what length each break is. 


Tue SECRETARY To tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Runctr- 
MAN, Dewsbury, for Sir Epwarp 
Grey): There’ is direct railway 
communication between Smyrna and 
Eregli. Between Eregli and Hama, a 
distance of approximately 220 miles, 
there is as yet no railway communication. 
There is a line open from Hama _ to 
Mudewvere, and from this point to Akabah 
the railway is not completed, and the 
distance is about 100 miles. 


*CapTaIn FABER: Are the uncom- 
pleted portions nearly finished ? 


Sm EDWARD GREY: I must ask 
for notice of that. 


Vehicular Accidents in London. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if he will state the 
number of accidents in the London area 
during the month of April last from 
motor-buses and motor cars respectively ; 
in how many instances have personal 
injuries resulted ; and in how many cases 
have such injuries proved fatal. 


*Tue SECRETARY or SPATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Grap- 
STONE, Leeds, W.): During the month 
of April, 1906, the number of accidents 
known by the police to have been caused 
by motor cars (including motor cyeles) 
within the Metropolitan police district 
was 433. Of these 134 resulted in 
personal injury, and nine proved fatal. 
In the same month 424 accidents were 
caused by motor ommnibuses, of which 
seventy-six resulted in personal injury, 
and three proved fatal. ‘These figures do 
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not include accidents caused by electric 
tram cars. 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
Fareham): How many accidents haye 
occurred in the same period to horse- 
drawn vehicles ? 


Questions. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I will get the 
figures. 


Judicial Statistics for 1905. 

Mr. BOTTOMLEY (Hackney §): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department when the judicial 
statistics for the year 1905 will be issued ; 
and whether, in view of the fact that 
the only statistics at present available are 
those for 1904, he will state the number 
of cases in which sentences were modi- 
fied at the instance of the Home Office 
during the year 1905 on grounds affect- 
ing the original conviction. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: The judicial sta- 
tistics for 1905 cannot possibly he issued 
till towards the end of the present year. 
The number of cases in which the 
Prerogative of Mercy was exercised on 
grounds affecting the conviction—such as 
doubt of the prisoner's guilt—was 27. 


Case of Mrs. Eva D’Angely. 

Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
In postponing my Question to the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has heen 
drawn to the fact that in the case of 
Mrs. Eva D’Angely, as in that of Messrs. 
Gerothwohl and Lavalette, the presiding 
magistrate at Marlborough Street, while 
acquitting the accused, did not in any 
way censure the police for the arrest ; 
whether he has received any report from 
the magistrate on the police evidence ; 
and, if so, what action he proposes to 
take on it; I beg to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman a Question of which I have 
given private notice—namely whether it 
is the fact that since Questions have been 
put down on this subject the lady and 
her husband have been constantly shad- 
owed by the police; that last Friday 
there were six detectives outside their 
house, that last Saturday there were four 
and last Monday two; whether when 
they went to their solicitor yesterday 
they were shadowed by the police, and 
that on coming home a detective sat by 
the lady in the omnibus and two others 











a 
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followed in a hansom. 


hy a magistrate is being thus shadowed 
by the Home Secretary's orders. I also 
wish to inquire whether it is the fact 
that a copy of the depositions in the 
case was refused yesterday by Mr. 
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I ask, further, | 
whether a lady who has been acquitted | 
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consequence that the duty in some cases 
amounts to 14 and 20 per cent. on the 
capital value of such annuities; and 
whether he will give directions to the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue to 
prevent such claims being made in the 
future in the case of simple annuities. 


Questions. 


Denman to the lady’s solicitor; and, if, 


so, Why. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: The Answer to 
the last Question is that the magistrate 
acted in accordance with his usual prac- 
tice, which is to refuse to give copies of 
the notes of evidence in a case where 
there has not been a conviction ; but he 
informs me that if requested by myself 
he will be glad to furnish them, and I 
shall be willing to ask for them. With 
regard to the alleged 
received the hon. Gentleman’s Question 
only five minutes ago, and I have no 
information on the subject. Itis quite 
obvious that it was not done by my 
orders, if it were done at all. 


Mr. ASHLEY: I could not have 
given the right hon. Gentleman more 
notice, because I heard of the matter 
only twenty minutes ago. Will the 
right hon, Gentleman give orders that 
this nuisance shall cease 4 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I do not know 
that it exists. I cannot commit myself 
to an Answer before I make inquiries. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S): Will the 


right hon. Gentleman make inquiries ? 
*Mr GLADSTONE: Of course I will. 


Settlement Estate Duty. 

Mr. RADFORD (Islington, E.): I 
heg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
cheyuer whether he is aware that in 
recent cases under The Finance Act, 
1894, not covered by the case of In re 
Campbell or any other legal decision, 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
have demanded Settlement Estate Duty 
on the capital required to produce in 
perpetuity annuities given by testators 
in general terms without any special fund 
being appropriated to provide the same, 
and that the result of such a demand is 
to impose an obligation to pay (in addi- 


tion to Legaey Duty) Settlement Estate | 
Duty not on the capital value of the | 


annuity but on a larger sum, with the 


shadowing, 1 | 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): Where Settlement 
Estate Duty is chargeable in respect of 
settled property as defined by the Finance 
Act, 1894, it is chargeable by the Statute 
upon the principal value of the property 
settled and not upon the principal value 
of the terminable interests whether 
annuities or life interests. The question 
whether the property is settled has to 
be determined with reference to the 
circumstances of each case. The gift 
of a simple annuity, neither charged on 
real or leasehold property, nor directed 
to be paid out of income, is not held to 
constitute a settlement giving rise to 
Settlement Estate Duty. If my hon. 
friend will supply me with particulars 
of any case or cases of hardship which 
‘he has in view, I shall be happy to 
investigate them. 


Yarmouth Election Petition. 

Mr. STRAUS (Tower Hamlets, Mile 
End) : I beg to ask Mr. Solicitor-General 
whether, in view of the evidence and 
decision of one Judge in the Yarmouth 
election petition, he will bring in legis- 
lation to prevent gross bribery and 
corruption by amending the Corrupt 
Practices Acts. 


THe SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir 
W. Rosson, South Shields): I may say 
that the evidence and proceedings in the 
Yarmouth petition will of course be con- 
sidered, but obviously it would be prema- 
ture at present to state if any or what 
legislation may follow. 


Queen Victoria Memorial. 

Sir W. J. COLLINS (St. Paneras, W.) : 
I beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works if he will state why a considerable 
portion of land on Primrose Hill, abutting 
on the Albert Road, has recently been 
railed off from the public use; what is 
the nature of the building operations 
which are now being carried on there ; 
whether the buildings to be erected are 
(of a permanent or temporary character ; 
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and if he will undertake that the build- 
ings in question shall be so designed as 
not to interfere with the picturesque 
character of the neighbourhood. 


(Questions. 


*THE FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, 
Rossendale): About one-fifth of an acre 
has been railed off for a studio for Mr. 
Brock for his work on the Queen Victoria 
Memorial ; the temporary building will 
be removed when the work is completed. 
From my knowledge of the elevation I 
am satisfied that it is not likely to inter- 
fere with the surrounding scenery. I 
will show the hon. Member the drawing, 
and I will have the building painted any 
colour the hon. Gentleman wishes. 


Crofters Acts Amendment Bill. 

Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland whether he is now in a 
position to state when the Crofters Acts 
Amendment Bill will be introduced. 


THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND | 
(Mr. Srnciarr, Fortfarshire): Prepara- 
tions for the Bill are under progress, but 
I am not able now to make further 
statement. 


Mr. WEIR: Then are we to have no 
crofters legislation this session ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I ean add nothir 


or 
1S 
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ment and a detailed investigation is at 
present being made. Until it is completed 
Iam unable to indicate what steps it may 
be possible or necessary to take to remedy 
the distressing conditions which have for 
some time been prevalent in the Lewis. 


Western Highlands Excursion Steamers. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade if care will 
be taken that the steamers plying along 
the coasts of the Western Highlands and 
the Islands of Scotland, which are largely 
used during the summer season, are 
inspected, with a view to ensure the 
satisfactory condition of the gear and 
boats. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr, LLoyb-GrorGe, Carnarvon 
Boroughs): Yes, Sir, very care is, 
j}and will be, taken to secure the satis- 
| factory condition of the vessels to which 
;my hon, friend refers, together with 
| their gear and boats. 





Irish Poor Rate Collectors. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): IL beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether statutory authority has been 
conferred on the Irish Local Govern- 
ment Board to prescribe qualifications 
and disqualifications for poor rate col- 
| lectors in Irish counties. 


| 


THE ATTORNEY -GENERAL ror 





to my Answer. 


Sanitation in the Island of Lewis. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 


IRELAND (Mr. CuHerry, Liverpool, 
Exchange): The 83rd section of the 


| 
| 
| Local Governmment Act, 1398, provides 
that the Local Government Board shall 


tary for Scotland whether he is aware | have the same power as regards collectors 

that Dr. Bruce, the medical officer of | Of the poor rate appointed by the county 

health for Ross and Cromarty, expresses | council, and their accounts as they would 

the opinion, in his report just issued, | have if those collectors had continued to 
st’ issued, 





that the sanitation of the townships 
throughout the Island of Lewis is so 
extremely unsatisfactory that the public 
health problem is quite insoluble unless 
by a money grant from Parliament, with 
the expenditure supervised by Govern- 
ment surveyors; and will he state 
whether this recommendation has been 
under the consideration of the Local 
Government Board, 


Mr. SINCLAIR: IT am aware of the 
expression of opinion by Dr. Bruce. As 
the hon. Member is aware, the whole 
question of the condition of the Lewis is 
receiving the earnest attention of Govern- 


be officers of the guardians. The ques- 
tion whether this section authorises them 
| to prescribe qualifications and disqualiti- 
| cations of candidates for the office of 
collector is one of law which, so far as | 
am aware, has never been decided by any 
| Court, and upon which it would not be 
| in accordance with the usual practice for 
| me to express an opinion in replying toa 
(Juestion in this House. 


| 
| 
| 


Management of Irish Fisheries. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Lreland whether, 
in the present inquiry into the working 





| 
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of the Department of Agriculture, evi- 
dence will be taken showing the constitu- 
tion and working of the Scotch Fishery 
Board, with a view to placing Irish 
fisheries under a system of management 
and inspection such as already prevails 
in Scotland. 


*Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Bryce, Aberdeen, S.): The 
Question raised is one for the determina- 
tion of the Committee, to whom I will 
forward the hon. Member’s suggestion. 


Examiners in the Irish Language. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland can he state 
whether any, and, if so, what class of 
persons are ineligible for holding the post 
of examiners in the Irish language in the 
intermediate system; and can he state 
the reason for this regulation. 


*Mr. BRYCE: Iam informed by the 
Commissioners of Intermediate Educa- 
tion that the conditions of eligibility for 


examinerships in Irish do not differ from | 


the conditions which apply to examiner- 
ships generally. 
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that I am making inquiries as to the 
constitution and powers of the Board of 
Control of the Royal Canal, and am, 
therefore, not at present prepared to 
make a statement on the subject. As 
regards the Spencer Dock, I am informed 
by the Board of Works that the leakage 
referred to arose from damage caused to 
the sill of the dock by an outgoing 
steamer. To fully repair the damage it 
will be necessary to close the dock for 
three weeks, and the railway company 
have already arranged for publication of 
the statutory notices that this will be 
done on June Ist. Meanwhile the com-. 
pany are making arrangements to keep 
the level of the water as high as possible. 
The question of compensation is one 
which lies between the railway company 
and the boat-owners. 





Mr. GINNELL: Will the Government 
allow the company, while purporting to 
carry out the repairs, to stop the trattic 
and yet not actually execute the work ! 


*Mr. BRYCE: Of course the traffic 
/must be stopped while the repairs are 
being done, and no longer. 


upon the subject of disqualification is | 
contained in a decision of the Board that | 


no one who teaches in a school or college 


in which pupils are prepared for the | 


Board’s examinations is eligble for an 
exminership. The reason for this decision 
is obvious. 


The Royal Canal. 

Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland what explana- 
tion have the Board of Control of the 
Royal Canal to offer for having allowed 


that canal to be rendered unnavigable by | 


and in the interest of the Midland Railway 
Company ; for example, why do they 
allow the continuance of such leakage at 
the Spencer Dock as kept four boats with 
men idle for several days at Dublin last 
week for want of sufficient water to get 
away ; will any compensation be made 
to those boatmen ; and will any steps be 
taken, apart from the Commission of 
Inquiry, to compel the Midland Company 
to restore the canal to the condition in 
which that company acquired it. 


*Mr. BRYCE: As regards the first and 
last parts of this Question, I beg to say 


Untenanted Lands in North Tipperary. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
on the townland of Ballinamona, con- 
venient to the town of Cloughjordan, in 
North Tipperary, 600 acres of untenanted 
land, which for the past twenty years 
have been let for grazing purposes on the 
eleven months system by the late owner, 
Mr. Edward Kennedy, are now up for 
sale ; and will he give instructions to the 
Estates Commissioners to purchase those 
‘lands, with the view of giving them to 
| farmers’ sons and labourers around, so 
as to help in stopping the tide of 
emigration. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
Estates Commissioners that no proceedings 
| for the sale of the untenanted land referred 
| to have come before them. If the Com- 
| missioners should be furnished with par- 
| ticulars of the property for sale, including 
| the name and address of the owner, thev 

will consider the question whether they 
: Should purchase. 
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Fitzgerald-Tuthill Estate—Case of 
Thomas M Grath. 

Mr. LUNDON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland can he say whether the Fitz- 
gerald-Tuthill estate in Ballyloundaish, 
Herbertstown, county Limerick, has come 
before the Land Commission for sale to 
the tenants ; and, if so, whether Thomas 
M’Grath, evicted tenant, or the planter 
Devitt from Cashell, has been returned 
as the tenant under the sale. 


Questions. 


Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that proceedings for 
the sale of this estate have been instituted 
before them. Having learnt that Daniel 
Devitt, the present tenant of the holding 
formerly occupied by M’Grath, was pre- 
pared to surrender the same to M’Grath 
on receiving compensation, the Commis- 
sioners informed the vendor’s solicitor of 
the course which they were prepared to 
adopt in the case. The Commissioners 
have not yet heard whether the parties 
are prepared to carry out the arrange- 
ment suggested. 


Labourers! Cottages in Kerry. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland what is the total 
number of cottages built, or about to be 
built, in the different unions in Kerry ; 
the total amount of money raised in each 
union for this purpose ; the total amount 
of expenses ; the average cost per cottage; 
the rate of interest, sinking fund, and 
period of repayment at which money is 
loaned to local authorities; the amount 
and source of the Government contribu- 
tions ; and the rate per pound at present 
paid for labourers’ cottages in the var‘ous 
unions. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am informed that 
practically all the information asked for 
will be given in the Return for all Ireland, 
which was ordered by this House on 


March 13th, on the Motion of the hon. : * : 
| he isaware that Patrick Flynn, of Ahalin, 


Member for North Kerry. It was to be 
made up to March 31st, and is now nearly 
complete. I would ask the hon. Member 
to await the presentation of that Return. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL : 


may we expect the Return ? 


When 
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Questions. 


Mr. BRYCE: It is to be made up to 
March 31st, but it shall be presented at 
the earliest possible moment. 


Trinity College, Kerry, Estates. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland what is the acreage 
and valuation of lands held in Kerry by 
Trinity College, either as direct landlords 
or sub-let to grantees or lessees at the 
passing of the Land Act of 1903; what 
was the total annual rental payable to 
them for such lands at this period ; how 
much has been sold by grantees or lessees ; 
how much by Trinity College ; and what 
price has Trinity College demanded from 
grantees and lessees for the redemption 
of their head rents. 


Mr. BRYCE: The information asked 
for in the first two sections of this Question 
will be found in the Report of the Trinity 
College Estates Commission. The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that no sales 
have take place under the Act of 190% of 
lands in county Kerry of which Trinity 
College were the direct vendors. I have 
not been informed whether there have 
been any sales by grantees and lessees of 
Trinity College in this county. The 
Commissioners have no information as to 
the price which Trinity College may have 
demanded for the redemption of head 
rents ; but in the absence of an agreement 
between the parties, the Judicial Com- 
missioner has power to fix the redemption 
price. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
reason these tenants have not bought 
before is that the College demands twenty- 
six years purchase. 


Mr. BRYCE: I have not heard that. 


Second Term Rents in County Limerick. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 

W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 

to the Lord-Lieutenant of Llrelat.d whether 


Knockaderry, Newcastle West, in the 
county of Limerick, tenant to the Hon. 
Gerald Fitzgerald of his farm, at a yearly 
rent of £50, went into court to have a 
second-term rent fixed after a period of 
seventeen years, and that the rent was 
confirmed by the Sub-Commissioners 
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Bagot and Faulkiner by order dated 
31st March, 1906 ; and if he can say on 
what erounds that decision was arrived at. 


I beg also to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he is 
aware that theSub-Commissioners, Messrs. 
davot and Faulkiner, fixing second 
term rent on the lands of Mrs. Bridget 
Flanagan, of Cooliska, Castlemahon, 
Newcastle West, held by her from the 


{9 May 1906} 





Hon. Gerald Fitzgerald, as trustee for 
Lady Fitzgerald, confirmed the old rent , 
and if he can say whether in fixing this 
rent the Commissioners took into con- 
sideration the increased cost of labour | 
within the term, and the fall in price of | 
agricultural produce. 


Mr. BRYCE: I have referred these 
(Questions to the Land Commissioners, | 
who inform me, as I have already stated | 
in similar cases, that they do not think it | 
right to discuss the result of the judicial | 
decisions of sub-commission courts in | 
reply to Questions in Parliament. The | 
Commissioners point out that if any party 
to these cases is dissatisfied with the 
decision, he has the right of appeal. As | 
regards the reference to the Hon. Mr. 
Justice Fitzgerald, the Commissioners 
inform me that this gentleman is only 
one of the trustees of the estate concerned, 
that he has no beneficial interest in the 
estate, and takes no part in its manage- 
ment, and that he is not aware that the 
proceedings in question were pending. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : Are rents 
fixed seventeen years ago considered 


fair rents to-day ? 


Mr. BRYCE: [had better have notice 
of that Question. 


Agricultural Organisation Society. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state specifi- 
cally all the purposes for which money 
has been paid by the Department of 
Agriculture to the Agricultural Organi- 
sation Society ; the amount paid for “each 
kind of work ; what is the method adopted 
by the Department to satisfy itself that 
the money so paid is actually devoted to | 
the purpose for which it was granted ; | 
What are the other forms of organisation 
Which it has been decided to provisionally | 
include in this year’s Estimate ; and how ' 
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much money it is proposed to grant for 
each of these farms ? 


Mr. BRYCE: The Department of 
Agriculture, in the earlier period of its 
existence, utilized the services of officers 
of the Irish Agricultural Organisation 
Society for the purpose of giving expert 
advice and instruction in respect of 
agriculture, creameries, flax cultivation, 
egg packing, poultry rearing, fruit grow- 
ing, and bee keeping ; and also in the 
organisation of agricultural banks. As 
|county schemes developed, and local 
"authorities succeeded in procuring quali- 
fied instructors in the subjects mentioned 
it became unnecessary for the Department 
to employ the society’s officers in this 
work. In 1905 the society was employed 
by the Department to organise co-opera- 
tive credit societies, live ‘stock insurance 
secieties, and home industries associations, 
the amount paid for this service being 
£2,000. The total amount paid to the 
society up to February 28th last was 
£18,976. The Department exercised 
| supervision over the work done for it by 
the society, and the claims for remunera- 
tion and expenses were duly vouched and 
certified. The other forms of organisa- 
tion to be ineluded this year are the 
organisation of co-operative flax, agricul- 
tural and dairy societies, the estimated 
cost being £3,700. Ihave received other 
details which are too long to embody ina 
reply toa Question, but which I shall be 
happy to show the hon. Member if he 
desires. 


Mr. DILLON: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman circulate a printed reply with 
full particulars ? 

Mr. BRYCE: Idare say that can be 
done. 


Cork County Council and the Fishing 
Industry. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
seen a copy of a resolution passed 
unanimously by the Cork County Coun- 
cil in connection with the inquiry into 
the working of the Agricultural and 
Technical Instruction Department, sug- 
' gesting the appointment of a representa- 
tive Fishery Board as in Scotland, with 
practical and competent experts as 
inspectors, and esti ablishing a Government 
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(Juestions. 


brand for mackerel and herrings; and 
whether steps will be taken to give 
effect to the recommendations of this 
representative public body. 


Mr. BRYCE: I beg to refer to the 
reply which I gave to the similar Ques- 
tion of the hon. Member for North East 
Cork on Thursday last.¢ lt was to the 
effect that the resolution referred to 
had been transmitted to the Committee, 
as I thought the subject fit for their 
consideration. 


Galway Rate Collectorship. 
Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary the 
Question of which I have given him 
private notice—namely, whether he has 
received copies of resolutions and other 
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communications protesting against the | 
action of the Local Government Board | 
in refusing to sanction the action of the | 


Galway County Council in appointing 
Mr. Michael Hobbs as rate 
and whether he will say from whom such 
resolutions and communications 


collector ; | 


were | 


received ; and will he state the reasons | 


of the Local Government Board for 
refusing to sanction the appointment 


of Mr. Hobbs. 
Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): At the 


same time may I ask the right hon. 


Gentleman if it is a fact that the county | 


council of Galway quite recently elected 
to the position of rate collector for the 


district of KNillimore, a gentleman named | 
Mr. Michael Hobbs ; whether Mr. Hobbs, | 
up till a recent date, was a member of | 


the county council and a magistrate of 
the county; and having regard to the 
minute passed by the county council at 
their meeting on April 26th, wherein 
they state that “no disqualification 
attaches to Mr. Hobbs,” and asking the 
Local Government Board to sanction his 
appointment, whether he will ask the 
Local Government Board to reconsider 
their decision, with a view to carrying 
out the expressed wishes of the Galway 
County Council. 


Mr. BRYCE said he was very willing 
to answer the Questions. He would 
answer both together. 
said: I have received the resolution of 
the Galway County Council as well as 


+t See col. 738. 


Continuing, he | 
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communications from other persons, the 
majority of whom are in favour of Mr. 
Hobbs. It is a fact that Mr. Hobbs was 
recently elected a rate collector and that 
he was, up to July of last year, a magis- 
trate of the county Galway by reason of 
his being chairman of a rural district 
council, It was also a fact that the 
Galway County Council expressed the 
view that in their opinion no disquali- 
fication attached to Mr. Hobbs. The 
Local Government Board pointed out 
that Mr. Hobbs was actually disqualified 
by a general order made in 1899. The 
general order imposes certain disqualitica- 
tions, and by that order Mr. Hobbs was 
disqualified and by that order the Local 


| Government Board consider they are 


bound. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware of the case of Mr. 
William Lowrey, who was chairman of the 

sirr District Council, who was prosecuted 
for a speech delivered in August, 1902, 
was sentenced to five months hard labour 
entailing disqualification as chairman of 
the district council, was about three months 
after his liberation appointed to the 


| position of clerk of the union which had 


become vacant, that the appointment was 


first disallowed by the Local Government 


Board but was immediately sanctioned by 
Mr. Wyndham, then Chief Secretary. 


Mr. BRYCE: No, Sir. I am not 
aware of that, but I will make inquiries. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND} (Waterford) : 
As I understand, this gentleman was 
appointed a rate collector, and it is said 


ihe was disqualified because he was con- 


| victed of taking part in an 
| assembly. 


unlawful 
Is there any similar disquali- 


| fication of this kind in the law of England, 
land as a matter of fact is not the Presi 





dent of the Local Government Board 
exactly in the same position, having heen 


; 


convicted of a precisely similar offence ! 


Mr. BRYCE: I have no information 
as to the latter part of the Question. I do 
not think my right hon. friend is under 
any disqualification as regards the law of 
England, but I cannot tell, I will make 
inquiry. I believe there is a disqualifica- 
tion as to members of county councils 
in [reland. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: That is not 
the question. 


Mr. BRYCE: Let me finish, please. 
There was a disqualification in this case. 
Whether there is such disqualification in 
the law of England I will inquire. 





Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : 
Where are the equal laws ? 


Mr. DUFFY: Is the right hon. Gentle- | 
man aware that Mr. Hobbs was one of a | 
batch of political offenders imprisoned by 
the late Grovernment during their term | 
of ollice—whose sentences were remitted | 
shortly after the present | 


Government | 
came into power, thereby showing that | 
the Government did not regard Mr. 
Hobbs as a terrible criminal ? 


Mr. BRYCE: It is perfectly true that | 
the Lord-Lieutenant released Mr. Hobbs ; 
that does not atfect the question of the 
existence of this disqualification, 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman withdraw it ? 


Mr. SLOAN: Does the right hon. | 
Gentleman know why the Lord-Lieuten- | 
ant remitted the sentence ? | 


Mr. BRYCE: That could not be! 
answered without notice. 
Mr. DELANY  (Queen’s County, | 


Ussory): 1 can answer it: because he was | 


convicted by a packed jury, | 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: May LI ask | 
ior a reply to the Question put by the | 
hon. Member for East Mayo. Will the | 
Local Government Board, of which the | 
right hon Gentleman is President, with- | 
draw the Order ? | 


Mr. BRYCE: The question of this 
Order will be considered and deserves to 
be considered. Of course I cannot be 
expected to answer a Question of that 
kind at onee. 


Mr. DILLON: I will put down the | 
(Juestion for this day week. 


Mr. HAZLETON (Galway, N.): Will 
the right hon, Gentleman say on whose 
advice the Local Government Board came | 





{9 May 1906} 
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not to sanction this 


(Juestions. 


to the decision 
appointment ? 


Mr. BRYCE: This order has been in 
force since 1899, and therefore they did 
not require any advice. 


Irish Rural Postmen—Jeremiah Cronin’s 
Pay. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster General whether he 
is aware that Mr. Jeremiah Cronin, a 
rural postman at Gneevgullia, county 
Kerry, isin receipt of only 5s. weekly for 
services that occupy six hours daily, and 
that he is supposed to commence 
delivery at seven o'clock a.m., and be 
back at the office at 9.30 a.m., though 


| this is practically an impossibility ; and 


whether he will give instructions to 


| walkers or inspectors when inquiring as 


to the time necessary for delivery of 
letters to select days on which letters 
have to be delivered to several houses 
instead of to a few houses in the district ; 
and whether he will direct that Mr. 
Cronin’s wages be increased to enable 


_ him to live in his position. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mz. 
SYDNEY Buxton, ‘Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar): I have called for a report on 


| the subject ; and [ will communicate with 


the hon. Member when I am in possession 
of the details. 


Colonial Marriages Bill. 

Sir H. COTTON: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister if he is in a position to 
state when the Government will be able 
to introduce the Bill which has been 
promised for improving the Law regarding 
certain Colonial marriages. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp 
FIRST LORD or tHe TREASURY 
(Sir H. CaMpBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling 
Burghs): The Colonial Marriages Bill 
was introduced in the House of Lords on 
Monday and I believe it is put down for 
Second Reading for next Tuesday. 


The Estimates. 

Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Keighley): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury if there is any intention 
on the part of the Government to appoint 
a Select Committee, to be called the 
Estimates Committee, for the purpose of 
examining and reporting on one class of 
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the Estimates precedent to the Votes 
being discussed in Committee of Supply, 
as recommended by the Select Committee 
on National Expenditure which reported 
in July, 1903. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I can only refer my hon. friend to the 
Answer which I gave toa similar Question 
last Thursday,7 to the effect that in my 
view the subject is a fitting one for the 
consideration of the Committee on 
Procedure 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr A.J. BALFOUR (City of London) 
asked the Prime Minister, with regard 
to the arrangement for taking the divi- 
sion on the Second Reading of the 
Fducation Bill on Thursday, whether, 
having regard to the special circumstances 
of the case, the immense 
Members who desired to speak and the 
relatively small number who had so far 
taken part in the debate, and the fact 


that the Bill differed from others of the | 


number of | 
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and a half days were allowed—exactly 
the same time as for this measure—and 
that for the Education Bill of 1903 only 
one and a half days were allowed ; so 
that [ do not think anyone can say that 
the time is insufficient. Whether it has 
been properly expended is another ques- 
tion, but that is quite beyond my control 
or that of any individual. I have 
myself happened to look into the 
course of the first night’s debate, and | 
find that nine Members addressed the 
House during seven hours. It is a 
serious matter to those who have been 
imperfectly educated to divide seven by 
nine, but as far as I ean think out 
the matter, and giving to the question 
all the time at my disposal, it gives from 
forty-five to fifty minutes as the average 
length ofa speech. I venture to say that 
it is really absurd ; and that is the reason 
why so many hon. Members on both sides 
of the House are excluded from partici- 
pating in the debate, because the hon. 
Members who have the good fortune to 
be called upon make such an inordinate 
use of their opportunities. I do not blame 
anyone for doing so ; but it is undoubtedly 


of the House. 


same kind in being criticised or com-| the cause—I regret it as much as the 
‘right hon. Gentleman—why Members 


mented upon from four different quarters, 
he could see his way to prolong the debate 
after Thursday. 


! 


Sin CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- | 


ford) : May I ask whether the right hon. 
Gentleman will not use his influence as 
leader of the House to shorten the 
extraordinary prolixity of speeches on 
this Bill, in which case we should not 
want any more time ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I recognise fully the spirit in which the 
right hon, Gentleman has asked the Ques- 


tion, and I recognise still more keenly | 
the advice and the opinion given by the | 


hon. Member whom, in the matter of 
short speeches, I regard as my leader. 
No doubt he has hit the blot in the whole 
of the debate. I am afraid, however, that 
we cannot extend the time. No one 
knows better than theright hon. Gentleman 
that when a certain cay has been fixed 
for a division and that fixture has been 
corroborated day after day, as this fixture 
has been, it is almost impossible to 
change it. I find that for the Bill of 1902, 
which was certainly a larger Bill, three 


itt See Col. 741. 








who might well enlighten the House 
on the subject, are excluded, while 


/others who cannot do so much good 


service occupy so large a share of Parlia- 
mentary time. But Lam afraid that we 
must stand by to-morrow night, because 
of the great inconvenience that would 
be caused to everyone concerned if at 
this time we made any alteration. 
But we can suspend the eleven 
oclock rule if there is any desire for 
it. Indeed, I am not sure that it is not 
usual, for convenience and to prevent any 
interference with the last speech, to 
suspend that rule formally and innocently. 
But even if more than that was asked for 
by the right hon. Gentleman and_ his 
followers, I do not think we should have 
much objection ; but I am afraid that we 
must stand by Thursday night. 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.) : Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that out 
of the whole of the time available for 
debate yesterday two of his colleagues 
occupied more than a fourth and that one 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s colleagues 
occupied thirty minutes in discussing the 
financial provisions of the Act of 1902 ! 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 


If we come to bandying words about the | 
length of speeches, I may remind the | 
noble Lord that there was a speech 
delivered from behind the Front Opposition | 
Bench which occupied an hour and a half | 
last night. 


week. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The Finance Bill will be the business on 
Monday. 
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reason, however, why we should not give 
it fair consideration and strive, if possible, 
to disarm that opposition, to show what 
are the motives which underlie the Bill, 
and which have induced the Government 
to believe that it is the only possible 


settlement of the present controversy. 
|The endowment clauses, for example 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What business | 


do the Government propose to take next | 


have excited alarm; but I assure the 
House that they are not intended in any 


/way to interfere with modern endow 


‘ments of a distinctly 


denominational 


character. It has been supposed that 
‘there is some attempt being made 


/of that kind, but I can 


assure the 


|House that there is nothing of the 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) | 


BILL. 


bate on Amendment to Question [May 
7th|, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Which Amendment was— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the | 


end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


kind in the minds of the Government 
The principles of these provisions are 


| principles which have been stated by 
Order read, for resuming adjourned de- | 


leading Liberals during the last forty 
years. When the bill reaches the Com- 
mittee stage every desire will be shown 
on the part of the Government to deal 
fairly with the question. 


The first complaint made against 
the Bill is that it removes the tests 
imposed on teachers, or the obligation 


: ; 'to secure that the teacher shall belong 
(Question again proposed, “ That the | 


to a particular denomination. That 


|; rovision of the Bill is the inevitable 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | 


LAND (Mr. 
might be supposed from much of the 
which has prevailed in the education 


England. There has not been much 
indication of peace in the education world 


3RYCE, Aberdeen, S.): It | 


result of the introduction of the 
principle of local option or contro As 
long as the voluntary schools were under 


| private management it followed that it 
language used during the debate that this | 
Bill isa wanton disturbance of the peace | 


was easy for them to make their choice 
on denominational lines and to ask 


| questions with regard to the teacher. 
world, and an attack on the Church of | 


was secured. 


during the last few years, and I think | 


that this measure will be recognised to be 
a necessary complement of the Act of | 
1902. It was impossible for the Govern- | 
ment, after all that has been said at the | 
general election, to have done less than | 
to bring in this Bill. It is a logical | 
consequence of the Act of 1902. Never- | 
theless, I do not think that any resent- | 
ment which may exist with regard to the 
Act of 1902 ought to prevent the House 
from endeavouring to consider fairly and 
temperately what is the nature of the 
opposition to the Bill. I am aware that 
underneath the great noise which has 
heen raised in the country there exists a 
real alarm with regard to its provisions. 
But I believe that it exists almost entirely 


Even under the Act of 1902 this might be 
done, because the denominational majority 
Bus under popular local 
control, such as the Bill creates, that 


| system became impossible ; and, therefore, 





in the minds of the clergy. That is no 


I submit if there is any logic in the 
matter this measure is the logical conse- 
quence of what was done in 1902 when 
the late Government established local 
popular control. By the Act of 1902 the 
teachers were virtually made a part of 
the Civil Service, and if that is the case, 
then the principle that there should be 
no distinction of creed or denomination, 
no selection of men according to religious 
tests, must necessarily apply to teachers 
also. This fact, however, does not tie 
the hands of the local authority as to the 
selection of the men whom they think to 
be the fittest for the mastership of a 
school. I regret the loss which these 
debates now suffer through the absence 
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of Lord Hugh Cecil, who has declared that 
chaos in the appointment of teachers must 
follow: the operation of this Bill. But 
there is a country north of the Tweed 
where popularly elected local authorities 
have not applied any tests for the last 
thirty years or more. They have found 
no difficulty in procuring competent 
religious teachers, no difficulty in choosing 
men to give religious instruction with 
perfect satisfaction to the people of Scot- 
land. I think, therefore, that the sugges- 
tion which has been made that this Bill 
will create a practical dithiculty in this 
respect is completely negatived by the long 
and satisfactory experience of Scotland. 


The Government have also been accused 
of overriding trusts. Trusts have fre- 
quently been overridden, conspicuously by 
the Acts for reforming the Universities, 
and the trusts of these very schools have 
heen altered by the Act of 1902. The com- 
monest of these trusts was one for the 
education of the poor in the principles 
of the Church of England. How far 
will that be atfected by this Bill?) The 
children of the poor will continue to 
receive elementary education, and 
provision is made for enabling them to 
receive it in accordance with the principles 
of the Church of England on two days 
in the week. The schoolhouse will be 
left in the hands of the trustees for all 
other purposes of the Church ; and the 
trust is benefited to this extent, that the 
trustees and subscribers are to be relieved 
of the whole cost of maintenance. It is 
said that the wishes of the subscribers 
will be neglected, but that argument has 
been very greatly exaggerated. Who 
are the subscribers? Before 1870 a 
great deal of the money came out of the 
public Exchequer ; and it is a mistake to 
suppose that the bulk of the money 
subscribed since 1870 has come from 
purely denominational sources. A large 
part has come from persons who are not 
members of the Church of England and 
a large part from persons who desired to 
avoid school boards and the rates which 
would follow. A great deal, too, has come 
from those who have bodies but not 
souls—corporations like the great. rail- 
way companies, who cannot have any 
denominational purpose whatever. It 
was originally intended in 1870, and for 
a long time afterwards, that half the cost 
of these schools should be borne by the 
subscribers. But of late years the whole 
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cost has been borne by the State. The 
denominational element, therefore, given 
by the funds subscribed to the building 
has been largely diluted or washed out 
by the large sums which the State has 
annually contributed. The clergy of the 
Church of England say that this Bill gives 
a preference to Nonconformity—as_ if 
Nonconformity were a species of religion 
The Cowper-Temple clause did not create 
any religion or give any preference to 
any particular form of creed. It was 
simply a prohibition to teach a creed or 
formulary in the schools. That is not 
Nonconformity, any more than it 
is Anglicanism or Catholicism. It is a 
direction to avoid doing anything which 
brings into force the distinctive tenets 
of a particular denomination. It is a 
direction to teach, as far as is possible, 
that which the Protestant bodies hold 
in common; and it ought to be called 
not so much undenominationalism as co 
denominationalism. What is the religion 
that is so much complained of as being 
“Cowper-Temple religion!” It is the 
Christianity of the first three centuries— 
the Christianity that existed hetore any 
creeds were imposed. The first official 
creed was formulated in the year 325, 
before which Christians had not begun 
to separate themselves into sects. I am 
often amused to hear the way people 
talk of that gentle and kindly man, 
Mr. Cowper-Temple, as if he were some 
heresiarch, some bold, bad man who 
wished to destroy Christian peace. He 
was the very reverse of all these things. 
What he desired to have taught was that 
which is held and valued by nineteen- 
twentieths of the laity of the Church of 
England. Is there no such thing as 
what iscalled “our common Christianity!” 
It is a phrase sometimes heard in the 
pulpit, and often on occasions when people 
of different denominations meet together 
for objects of social welfare. It is recog- 
nised in every case except where the 
children are concerned, and yet it is for 
the children, above all, that this common 
Christianity ought to exist. I am not 
referring to the Roman Catholics. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): We 


began in 325. 


Mr. BRYCE: No, you were there 
from the first, and so were we all. There 
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are sentences in an utterance of the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury which will bear 
repetition — 

“ Tt is almost inconceivable that any Christian 
man who knows the facts can speak of the 
Christian teacking given in the London 
school board as worthless because it is un- 
denominational. Such instruction lays the 
foundation on which the ampler teaching of 
the Christian faith can be securely built.” 

Canon Maurice and the late Archbishop 
Temple also spoke with approval of such 
undenominational teaching. We have 
had this undenominational system in 
force since 1870 for half the children in 
the country. Are the children who have 
grown up in the Cowper-Temple schools 
any less religious than those in the 
voluntary schools? The inspectors admit 
that they are better trained in Scripture 
knowledge. Will any one say that those 
children are less honest, upright, and 
temperate, or less willing to serve their 
fellow-men than the children in the 
voluntary schools? There have been a 
great’ Many extraordinary statements 
made, but no one can say that the 
results of the board school teaching 
have been unsatisfactory or interior to 
those of the voluntary schools. It is 
said by some that Bible Protestantism 
is not Christianity at all. Such persons 
approximate more to the Catholic 
Church than to the Church of England. 
The essential points are the existence of 
the priesthood and the sacrament, to 
which they attach a higher and deeper 
value than other Christians do. If that 
doctrine is held by the great majority, I 
admit that their feelings may be those 
which are held by Catholics. I do not 
deny that the case of the Catholics is 
different, that they have a special case, 
and I earnestly hope both sides of the 
House will endeavour as far as possible 
to give consideration to their case. But 
I will go so far as to say that this view 
is not the official view of the Church of 
England as defined in the thirty-nine 
Articles. For whose benefit is this 
Bill, as all and other Education 
Acts have been, to be passed? For 
the benefit of the children, not for the 
clergy or for politicians. Can a child 
of twelve benefit by receiving those 
distinctive formule of Christian doctrine 
which are excluded by the Cowper-Temple 
clause? [Opposition cries ‘of “ Yes, 
certainly.”| [ have had experience of 
the Catechism, and I remember being 
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asked such questions as “What is 
effectual calling?” There are many 
hon. Members who have learned that the 
sacrament “is the outward and visible 
sign of inward and spiritual grace.” Are 
these metaphysical and theological defini- 
tions comprehensible by the simple mind 
of achild? The only form of Christian 
teaching that can properly be given toa 
child is in those few fundamental truths 
in regard to which Christians are agreed. 
Those fundamental truths are the good- 
ness and greatness of the Creator, the 
duty to love Him and keep His Command- 
ments, and the sacred precepts of the 
New Testament, especially those _pre- 
cepts delivered by Christ Himself—pre- 
cepts delivered and expressed in language 
so simple and beautiful that it touches the 
imagination and emotions of a child and 
goes home to his heart. All this can be 
taught, and is being taught, efficiently 
and usefully in the board schools of the 
country. ‘There are many great diffi- 
culties with regard to the teaching of 
theology to achild ; but I almost thought 
while listening to the hon. Member for 
Cambridge University that no mother 
could be fitted to give simple Bible teach- 
ing to a child at her knee unless she had 
passed through a course of training at a 
theological college, so high is the 
standard that the hon. Member thinks is 
necessary for those who impart theo- 
logical fundamental truths to a child, 
When the Act of 1870 was passed it was 
said that each teacher would try to instil 
that particular form of doctrine which 
commended itself to his own conscience. 
That has happened in the rarest cases. 
The testimony of every one who knows 
the working of the board schools for 
thirty-five years is that these schools have 
given simple Bible teaching which has 
caused no offence and has been very 
beneficial. That, I believe, is the opinion 
of the parents of the children. There 
are hon. Members who send their children 
to Eton or Harrow, where they certainly 
used to receive very little definite dog- 
matic religious instruction. [OPPOSITION 
eries of “Oh!”] I can speak for my own 
contemporaries at the University, who 
tell me of the instruction they have 
received. Things may be different. to- 
day. But I appeal to those hon. 
Members who come from the classes 
whose children use the elementary 
schools to say whether they believe the 
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working classes desire to have this dis- 
tinctive sectarian instruction in the 
schools. 


Eart PERCY (Kensington, $.) asked 
whether these hon. Members were in 
favour of religious instruction. 


Mr. BRYCE: There is a difference of 
opinion. There are some who prefer 
a secular system, but I believe the larger 
number of them would prefer what is 
called the Cowper-Temple system. | 
think even those who believe that a secular 
system is the best and ultimate solution 
of this question will bear testimony to 
the fact that the parents are well satisfied 
with the present board school teaching. 
I should be deeply grieved to lose from 
the schools of the country what I believe 
to be a powerful and valuable agency in 


modelling the characters of the chil- 
dren. One chief reason why we desire 


that this Bill should pass is because 
we believe that practically the only 
alternative is a secular system. I 
admit that a secular system is more 
logical, and that the Cowper-Temple 
system is not logical; but under a 
secular system hundreds and thousands 
of children would get no knowledge of 
the Bible at all. [Opposition cries of 
“Why ?”| Because they do not go to 
Sunday school. Their parents ought to 
teach them, but in many cases they do 
not do so, and in existing conditions if 
they are not given it in the schools, they 
will not get it at all. I ask the House to 
remember how immeasurable the loss 
would be to children, even of non-Christian 
parents, if they knew nothing of Scripture 
history and Scripture literature. They 
would have no opportunity of being 
carried back to that far-distant world so 
unlike our own, and would know nothing 
of what has formed the basis of thought 
and poetry for the whole modern 
world and has been the central force 
of European history. I admit that 
the problem is one of extreme difti- 
culty, and I do not say this solution 
or any other solution is one which can be 
considered perfectly satisfactory. It is a 
dithiculty which has vexed Europe, our 
Colonies, and the United States. Broadly 
speaking, there are two ways in which 
attempts has been made to solve it. The 
German system recognises two religions 
and provides schools for each denomina- 
tion, But Germany has two established 
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Churches, the Catholic Church and the 
Lutheran, or Evangelical, Church, and 
both are controlled by the State to a far 
greater extent than would be tolerated in 
this country. Those two conditions do 
not exist and are not likely to exist in 
this country. ‘The other solution is that 
adopted, with few exceptions, by the 
Sritish Colonies and by the United 
States. It is a system which is either 
entirely secular, excluding _ religion 
altogether from the schools, or else con 
fines religious instruction to simple Bible 
reading. It is the general testimony of 
those who have spoken in this House that 
the people of this country do not desire 
secular education. Here are two 
alternatives ; but we could not follow the 
German example or the example of 
the United States. Consequently there 
is only the other method left which 
has been adopted in this country. 
I think the noble Lord the Member for 
Chorley said last night that there was no 
danger of secularism in this country at 
the present moment. There may be no 
danger at present because the people of 
this country desire to maintain religion 
in the schools. But it is conceivable that 
we might come to secularism, and there- 
fore | appeal to hon. Members to pass 
this Bill in order to prevent that 
occurrence. We are trying by this Bill 
to give facilities which we believe will 
fairly meet such obstacles as exist. We 
will go into Committee on the Bill with 
an open mind, and perfectly prepared to 
consider such changes as may be proposed, 
with some conformity, of course, to the 
general principles laid down. I maintain 
that the Bill as regards, at any rate, the 
members of the Church of England 
imposes no burden; it relieves them cf 
an- existing pecuniary burden ; it offers 
fair terms to the denominational schools, 
and makes practically no difference 
to distinctive denominational teaching, 
except that it is to be given, not by the 
regular teacher, but by others who come 
in. It is to be given on two days a 
week, and that is as much as is given now. 
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*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University): 
Will the right hon. Gentleman forgive 
me? Under the Bill, it may be given 
(if the local authority allow) on not more 
than two days a week. 


Mr. BRYCE: I think if the local 
authority and the local managers s0 
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desire it, in the future it may be given | 
that the 


on any day. We _ believe 
local authorities will do it under this 
Bill. Iwill tell you why. We believe 
that the local authorities are in harmony 
with the religious spirit of the English 
people. We believe that the local 
authorities are prepared to carry out 
what they believe to be the wishes of 
the English people, and we believe that 
these bodies are not animated by those 
sentiments of bigotry against any 
particular creed which are often at- 
tributed to them. Let me give an 
instance. ‘There is not in this country a 
more Protestant city than Liverpool—it 
is ultra-Protestant. The local authority 
in Liverpool has been liberal in making 
grants for instruction to Roman Catholic 
institutions, and has made no difference 
between Catholic institutions and others. 
That I believe to be the general spirit 
which animates our local authorities 
throughout England, and it is the spirit 
which animates local authorities in 
Scotland, where there has been no attempt 
to abuse the power to the prejudice of 
any religious party. This Bill, as it 
makes no difference in distinctive 
teaching, gives to all children as much as 
their minds are fitted to receive. What 
is it an Edueation Bill ought todo? It 
ought to secure symmetry and_ co- 
ordination with elasticity and efficiency. 
It ought to make the — teaching 
profession an open profession—every 
post in it equally accessible and open to 
every man and woman who desires to 
enter it. It ought to place religious 
bodies upon an equal fooling, and, in 
particular, to give all the children equal 
treatment. It surely ought to try to 
bring up so far as possible in the same 
schools those children who are afterwards 
to live together as citizens. This Bill 
may require some amendment. As I 
have said we are prepared to consider | 
in a reasonable spirit any amendment. 
The Bill is an honest effort to accomplish | 
the objects I have stated ; to get rid of | 
theological controversy by applying | 
equality ; to minimise those ecclesiastical | 
disputes by which our energies have been | 
divided and wasted, while the interests of | 
the children have been forgotten ; and to | 
satisfy that desire to retain the religious | 
character of the schools which animates | 
the great majority of the English | 


people. | 
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Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Of all 


the speeches delivered in the course 
of this debate I confess that the one 
which perhaps interested me more than 
any other was that of the hon. Member 
for Leicester, and that for two reasons— 
first of all, because for the first time 
I heard a representative in this House 
put forward a plea in powerful language 
for secular education in this country, and, 
secondly, because the hon. Member for 
Leicester represents a Party which has 
come freshest from the constituencies. I 
confess that the speeches and the opinions 
of the Labour Members on both sides of 
the House are more interesting to me 
in this debate than the speeches of those 
whom I may describe without offence as 
old stagers in this controversy. One of 
the arguments used in the powerful 
speech of the hon. Member for Leicester 


struck me _ particularly, and is, I 
think, full of ominous meaning for 


hon. Members on both sides of the House. 
He used these words— 

“Tt was a curious fact that every Labour 
movement was in favour of a system of secular 
education in public schools. The chief reason 
was because those who belonged to Labour 
parties sent their children to these schools. 
What proportion of the Bishops or of the Mem- 
bers of that House sent their children to these 
schools.” 

Well, there is a great deal in this 
argument. I think hon. Members like the 
right. hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Board of Trade and the right hon. 
Gentleman who has just spoken, who 
value the maintenance of some form of 
religious training in the schools, will do 
well to take to heart and give good weight 
to the fact that the Labour Members 
who have come in recently, and who 
have more than any other Members the 
right to speak for parents, are all now 
in favour of a secular system. [Cries 
of “ No.”] I am referring now to the 
only prominent member of the Labour 
Party who has spoken. 


Mr. LLEWELLYN WILLIAMS (Car- 
marthen District): The President of the 
Board of Trade sends his children to these 
schools. 


Mr. DILLON : That is a very interest- 
ing fact, but the right hon. Gentleman 
would hardly describe himself as a 

2Z2 
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Labour Member. I was directing atten- 
tion to what was stated by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Leicester. While that may be true 
as regards the general body—the non- 
Catholic, the non-Jewish working people 
of this country—if the decision of this 
matter were left to those whose children 
use the schools it would berather in favour 
either of simple Bible teaching, or, I think 
by a majority, in favour of a secular 
system. [Cries of “ No.”] Well, Imay be 
wrong, but if that test be applied to those 
for whom we as Roman Catholics speak 
how would the decision go? In regard to 
the Catholics of the working classes of this 
country whose children use these schools, 
there can be no manner of doubt about 
their view of the matter, and I tell the 
hon. Member for Leicester that if the 
members of the Labour Party had been 
at the Albert Hall the other day, or if 
they were as well acquainted as many 
of us are with the sacrifices made week in 
and week out for years by the poorest 
Roman Catholics of the working classes 
of this country to maintain their schools, 
they would know by the best of all 
possible tests that they at least desired 
the maintenance of the Catholic character 
of these schools. There was just one other 
point in the speech of the hon. Member 
for Leicester which struck me as of great 
significance. We have heard a great 
deal in these debates on the question of 
the right of the parent. The hon. 
Member for Leicester put forward an 
amazing doctrine. He said he was not 
a believer in the right of the parents to 
teach their children the religion which 
they desired them to receive; on 
the contrary, he said that in his opinion 
the children had a right to appeal against 
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the parents impressing upon them 
their religious creeds or views. Some 
of us asked at what age. I would 


say to the hon. Member for Leicester 
that when he gives expression to such 
principles as these, he is tilting against a 
very ancient principle of humanity which 
is too strong for him. It is nearly 2,500 
years since the philosopher Plato laid 
down the principle in his Republi: 
that every child within a few weeks 
of birth should be taken from its 
father and mother. More than 2,000 
years have elapsed since then, and even 
with that great authority that doctrine 
has not made much progress. No, Sir, in 
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my opinion the claim of the parents for 
reasonable State aid is a claim that no 
Government and no majority has a right 
to trample upon. 


Before I pass away from the views of 
the Labour Party, let me draw attention 
to one aspect of this case, and I doit wit! 
all earnestness and all sincerity. I woul! 
ask them to remember how many noble 
causes have been ruined by the fires of re- 
ligious controversy. I would ask them to 
consider in dealing with this Bill in its 
future stages that the apostles of reaction 
are seeking to cast into the ranks of the 
Labour Party in England the apple ot 
discord, and whether the great move- 
ment of progress so happily inaugurated 
at the last election, if drawn into 
irreconcilable hostility towards this Bill 
in its final stages, may not receive a fatal 
set back. It may be said and it has been 
said that we are wrong in alleging that 
this Bill if not altered would amount ti 
religious persecution against the Catholics 
of this country, but I ask all who hold 
that view whether, when there is a ques. 
tion of religious persecution or suffering 
from conscience sake, it is not a fact 
that the only people who have a right to 
decide that matter are the people who 
allege they suffer? Those who persecute 
in the past from the religious point ot 
view, and it will be so in the future. 
will never admit that any wrong 
is done, and it is only those who sutter 
that really complain. 


I should like to say a word about 
another subject. A remarkable and most 
interesting maiden speech was made by 
the hon. Member for Bath. He appealed 
very directly to the Irish Members, and 
asked us to say what has the election 
decided. I thought the election decided 
in favour of free trade, and we in this 
House decided by an overwhelming 
majority that that was the governing 
element at the election. I thought also 
the election had decided against Chinese 
labour, and while I frankly admit that the 
majority was a good deal due to and in- 
creased by the injustice unhappily done 
by the Bill of 1902, I would ask the hon. 
Member to go to the Liberal Members for 
Liverpool, for Manchester, for Bolton, and 
ask them about the pledges they gave their 
Catholic electors who voted for them, and 
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to say frankly whether it was part of their 
wish to destroy the Catholic schools. We 
Irishmen who speak for the Roman 
Catholics deny that as regards the 
great industrial centres, the decision 
of the election was that the Catholic 


schools were to be taken from us or de- | 


stroyed. On the contrary, we assert, 
and can prove, that in almost all the 
centres of industrial population, pledges 
were given by Liberal candidates that 
they would see that no injustice was 
done to the Catholic schools. The hon. 
Member for Bath made an appeal to us 
on the Home Rule ground, and said to 
the Irish Members, ‘‘ Trust the English 
people.” Well, I want to trust them here 
inthe House of Commons. Let the hon. 
Member for Bath give us proof here, in 
the House of Commons, that the English 
people may be trusted not to act unjustly 
or ina spirit of bigotry in this matter; let 
it be settled here where we have Catholic 
representatives, and not in local munici- 
palities where the voice of the Catholies 
cannot be heard. Let the Parliament 
of England settle it. Surely this is a 
great issue which the Parliament of 
England ought to decide. What is to 
be gained by throwing this apple of 
discord into every local municipality ? 
[t is idle for the hon. Member for Bath 
to say that no local body would act 
cruelly or unjustly. I do not wish to 
inflame feeling by going into particular 
instances, but when we have already on 
record a warning given by some local 
bodies that they will use the opportunity 
given under this Bill, in its present shape, 
to wipe out the Catholic schools—then, I 
say, let us settle the matter here in Parlia- 
ment and secure that this subject will not 
be made a bone of contention at every 
municipal election, and thereby mar 
the progress of public interest in all 
other local affairs throughout the 
country. 

Let me say a word in regard 
to a matter which has come before 
the country everywhere. It is a ques- 
tion which divides our case by an im- 
passible gulf from the case of the Church 
of England—and that is the Cowper- 
Temple clause. I do not think that 
anything is to be gained in this contro- 
versy by using abusive language. This 
debate has been hitherto characterised 
by good temper and temperance , of 
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i statement. But it is not true to state 
| that the teaching in the board schools 
under the Cowper-Temple clause is a 
new religion. It is not tyranny. It is 
simply, as we all admit, what has come to 
be known in England as Bible instruction ; 
and it is idle to deny that a large section 
of the Church of England approved of 
it. 

An HON. MEMBER: As a founda- 
tion. 

Mr. DILLON: ~~ Exactly; that is 
what I am talking about. You may 
accept it as a foundation. Practically 
speaking, the Church of England, to a 
large extent, accepts Bible teaching, 
and it has not been denied that in most 
of the counties of England the leading 
ecclesiastics have taken part in drawing 
up the syllabuses. Hon. Members here, 
and members of the Church of England 
outside, say that largely and in the main 
they accept it as a good foundation. 
That is the difference between us and 
the Church of England. The Church 
of England at its worst or at its lowest 
says that the doctrine of the Cowper- 
Temple clause is a good foundation ; 
but to us it is hostile. We object to it; 
and I warn hon. Members that if we 
Catholics are forced to the choice 
between a purely secular svstem of 
education and a purely Bible reading 
system, we will unhesitatingly accept 
the purely secular; and if that 
goes on, as sure as the sun will rise 
to-morrow morning, we shall have in 
this country very soon a purely secular 
system of elucation. It is quite true 
that at present the majority of the 
people of England would not like to see 
the Bible out of the schools, and it is 
equally true that there is a party 
growing up who would say ‘ what- 
ever our own desires may be, rather than 
see this eternal quarrel we would accept 
the secular system,” and if vou force us 
to choose we wil! take the secular system 
in preference to simple Bible teaching. 
Now you understand what it is that 
divides us. That is the opinion of all my 
colleagues. Therefore the simple Bible 
teaching in the schools is to us Catholics 
worse than no religion. Yes, it is 
hostile to our system, and what you are 
| doing is this—if you persist in carrying 
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out this Bill unamended and thereby | far as I personally am concerned, I attach 
destroy our schools and drive us to| more importance to have surrounding 
war against this Bill—and it would be a | the child that Catholic atmosphere than 
prolonged war—the result will in- | I do to the teaching of the catechism, and 
evitably be, in my opinion, after some | therefore it is that we are so strongly 
years of quarrelling and struggle and | opposed to any kind of teaching which 
perhaps another swing of the pendulum, | would allow the teaching of the Church 
in which the Liberals would be the} or the Church itself to be ridiculed or 
under dog and the present Opposition | belittled in the mind of the child during 
the upper, the institution of a secular | its school life. Then later on the Presi- 
svstem in England. The President of | dent of the Board of Trade used this 
the Board of Trade, in his most powerful | extraordinary language. He said— 

and eloquen! speech, although I disagreed | 
with most of what he said, used these | 
words— 


| 
| 


**We have a new doctrine about relizious 
instruction, the doctrine of the right of the 
parent.” 


“Here is one thing on which we are all 
agreed, We agree tiiat it is the business of 
the State to train and discipline the con- 
science.” 


That 1s a very remarkable statement 


coming from the President of the Board | 
of Trade. TI was rather surprised at that) |“ Why should a parent not be allowed to 
deGnition— | dictate to the teachers what doctiine he 
| wished his children to be taught ?” 
** And [ think there is agreement between us | 
that this must be done on the principle of 
Christian morality.” 


That is a perfectly new doctrine, so fa1 
as the general controversy is concerned. 
| Will the right hon. Gentleman allow me 
he remind him of the language he used 
11902? On July 30th, 1902, he said— 


Mark you, not to teach any doctrine, 
but to dictate what doctrine he wished 


But what about the Jews? Is that the hls child to be taught. 


business of the State 2 Mark the words— | 
“The duty of the State, we are all agreed 
we must train the consciences on the basis of 
morality.” 
I think the right hon. Gentleman is out 
in his logic there, and if he thinks he can 
apply to us any more than the Jews his 
notion of the proper way to train our 
consciences, which he declares to be the 
business of the State—to train the con- | 
sciences of our children in the principles 
of Christian morality—I warn him he is 
just as much at sea as in the case of the 


‘“*There were three millions of children in the 
denominational schools and over two millions 
of these were in the 8,000 parishes with only 
one school. What right had the noble Lord 
the Member for Greenwich to speak on behalf 
of the parents of these millions of children and 

say, ‘This is the particular doctrine these 
parents want to be taught?’ Why would he 
not allow the parents “of these children to 
say, § This the doctrine we want taught 
| to our children?’ ” 


is 


So that the right of the parent to dictate 
as to doctrine is not new to the President 
of the Board of Trade. When I was 
advocating the right of the parent in 





Jews. 


cerned, it is not the teaching of the 
catechism that is the most important 
thing to us in our schools. The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland has pointed out 
in his speech how impossible it is for 
little children to understand the cate- 
chism. We differ entirely from his view. | 
We think the proper teaching is dogma 
and specific truth. But that is not the 
point. What we are struggling and | 
making sacrifices for in these schools is | 
the creation of a Catholic atmosphere, 
and teaching the child from his earliest 
vears that he is a member of a great 
Church. I know that idea is quite | 
foreign to hon. Members opposite, but so | 


Mr. Dillon. 


| 


I have said before, and I repeat | 
that so far as we Catholics are con- | 


| ment. 


England, the chief support I got was from 
the Radical Party, every man of which 
came into the lobby with me and voted 
in favour of the right of the parent to 


| have a substantial voice in the appoint- 


ment of the teachers. I was denounced 


in the most unmeasured terms as a 
traitor to the denominational schools 


by the then Leader of the Opposition, 
because he said I was sacrificing the de- 
nominational schools. I would like to 
know would the then Government, if they 
knew as much as now, have accepted it. 
They denounced me as a traitor when I got 


| the Radical Party to vote for my Amend- 


If they had surrendered and 
made that concession, then they would 
have secured the control of their schools 
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for the next twenty-five or thirty years. 
Let me say a word as to the right of 
the parents. [ think there has been in rela- 
tion toit gross exaggeration. I have read 
in the newspapers harangues in which it 
was declared that the parents had an un- 
limited right to dictate on this subject. 
Let me remind hon. Members that there 
are parents who are anti-Christian. I was 
reading the other day a well-known book 
in which the doctrine is advanced that 
the greatest misfortune which could 
befall was the teaching of Christianity— 
and that untilit was rooted out, humanity 
would never come into its true inherit- 
ance. Well, the advocates of this view 
would have as good a right as any one 
else to dictate to anvone else. Then 
what about the Anarchist ? Would he 
be entitled to insist upon instruction in 
the theory and construction of bombs ? 
Of course that is not a numerous class of 
the communitvy—but ther» are a good 
many more of them than we know, 
probably. The right of the parent we 
must deal with as sensible men. It 
must be limited by convenience and a 
sense of the rights of others. We can- 
not claim that where there are two or 
three Catholic families they should have 
schools set up for themselves. We must 
be guided by convenience, and we only 
claim that the right of the parent is one 
which should be recognised by the 
Government, and that it should be the 
object of the Government not to interfere 
with it so far as the circumstances permit. 
That is all we claim. Let me, with a 
couple of sentences, say what it is that we 
want. Imust ask to be dissociated from 
the language used here last night by the 
hon. Member for Chorley. He spoke as the 
champion of the denominational schools, 
and when he elicited from the Minister 
for Education an important declaration 
that it is his purpose to secure denomi- 
national teachers in these denomina- 
tional schools, he made use of it in a 
manner which showed that his object 
was not to save the schools for the pur- 
pose for which they were intended, but 
to utilise the statement for the 
purposes of his own Party. The 
Minister for Education, in his recent 
speeches, has made observations from 
which I think that, from our point 
of view, peace may be secured. I 
will, for the purpose of clearness, read 


Education (England 


{9 May 


and Wules) Bill. 1534 
some notes I have made of what I think 
will settle this controversy. First of 
all, I think that Clause 4 should be made 
a reality, applying to all the Catholic 
schools, so far as that can justly be done. 
I put in the word justly, because I for 
one will never be a party to demanding 
a Catholic school where there is a ma- 
jority of other denominational sections. 
I daresay I shall incur animosity by 
stating that that is the first demand we 
make. Secondly, Ithink there should be 
some machinery which will secure us from 
the danger and apprehension of having 
teachers forced upon our schools of such 
a character as would make Clause 4 a 
nullity and a farce. Those are the words 
of the Minister for Education himself. I 
am perfectly confident that the right hon. 
Gentleman and his colleagues never 
meant that clause to be a nullity and a 
farce. If they did, why did they in- 
troduce it? I am bound to say I will 
be no party to the attacks which have 
been made upon the right hon. Gentle- 
man in regard to that clause. I believe 
that it is his intention to make it a 
reality, and I do not join with those 
who abuse him and charge him with 
ill faith. The third demand is that 
some provision should be made for 
future Catholic schools in new centres of 
Catholic population. That is merely 
the inevitable corollary and consequence 
of the previous demands. I say nothing 
at all about the question of the endow- 
ments, because that is a highly technical 
question, and I understand from the 
Government that they are prepared 
to consider any proposal which is brought 
up. These three demands are not very 
extravagant; they will not interfere 
with the general scope of the Bill or its 
principle, and they are consistent with the 
principles already accepted by the Radical 
Party. I make bold to say that if they 
were conceded and the necessary Amend- 
ments, five or six in number, em- 
bodied, it would enable us or at least 
it would enable me to accept the 
Bill and to appeal to our friends in this 
country to do likewise. 


1906 } 


And now, let me make a_ strong 
appeal to the Labour and the Radical 
Parties. I appeal first of all to the 
Nonconformists of this country. 1 
personally have never taken part in 
some of the taunts which have been 
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frequently levelled against the Non- 
conformist conscience. I can never for- 


get that with them we fought shoulder | 


to shoulder against religious tests and 
for other forms of liberty in this country. 
But so far as the religious test is in this 
Bill I will not vote against it. I will 
never vote for the abolition of religious 
tests in regard to education, and I 
will fight against the appointment as 
teacher to a homogeneous Cathclic school 
of some man who will turn Clause 4 into 
a farce. [An Hon. MemBER: But 
that is a test.] The hon. Member does 
not know what a religious test means 
the sense in which I use it, and I say that 
a man who calls that a test merely puts 
difficulties in our way. I appeal to the 
Nonconformists on this ground, that 
when in 1902, after long debate, it was 
made manifest to this House what was 
the chief grievance of which they com- 
plained, I myself stood up and on behalf 
of the Irish Party moved the Amend- 
ment, in regard to which the President 
of the Board of Trade told the House 
that although it would not be 
absolutely satisfactory to them it would 
remove the greater part of their 
grievance. At that time I was 
denounced as a traitor by the Tablet 
newspaper and by many of the leading 
members of the Catholic Church in this 
country. I ask the Nonconformists now 
to be reasonable and to reciprocate and 
meet me half way. I will ask them to 
do nothing in this matter which is unjust 
to them or which will inflict injustice 
upon them. I entered upon that 
occasion into the region of prophecy, a 
dangerous réle for a politician to take. 
I prophesied to those who resisted the 
Amendment that there would be a mighty 
reaction and that they would suffer. I 
prophesy to the Nonconformists now that 
that motto and example of 1902, vae 
victis, Or any measure inflicting injustice 
will have a similar reaction. I appeal 
finally to the Labour Party to help us 
in Committee. I appeal to them because 
we, the Irish Catholics of this country, 
threw all our weight to help them to 
create a Labour Party. They have a 
long road to travel, with many difficul- 
ties, and if at the outset of that road, 
which I hope will be a glorious one, 
Labour is thrown back into the arms of 
reaction, and the floodgates of religious 


Mr. Di'lon. 
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| bitterness are opened, I warn the 
| Labour Party that it will be a dangerous 
course to follow. Let us approach this 
Bill in a spirit of conciliation, and 
from that point of view I confidently 
prophesy that it will be easy, at least 
as far as we Irish Members are con- 
cerned, to find a way out of the difficulty. 
All that we ask for is that our schools 
should be secured, and for liberty to 
build new schools for our people as 
centres of population spring up. | 
will not, and I cannot, believe that it is 
the purpose of this Government to take 
from us the schools which, whatever can 
be said of anv other section of the 
population, have undoubtedly been 
reared by the sweat and the labour of the 
toiling millions of our population, 


Me. J. CHAMBERLAIN (Birmingham, 
W.): Everybody who has listened to 
the speech which has just been delivered 
will agree with me as to its importance 
and interest, derived not merely 
from the ability and eloquence of the 
speaker, but also from the position 
which he occupies as a representative 
man with reference to this question. 
We recognise that his position on this 
occasion might have been embarrassing 
to a less practised debater. He desires 
on other grounds, not here in question, 
to give a genera] support to the Govern- 
ment. He is opposed—conscientiously 
opposed—to this Bill. He has, therefore, 
at the same time to criticise the 
Opposition, to support the Government, 
and to destroy the Bill. The hon. 
Gentleman has put before us the views 
which, he has explained, represent the 
present position and the present desires 
of the Irish Catholic Party. It is very 
difficult to gauge the full meaning of so 
important a declaration when it is first 
brought before the House in this way in 
the course of a speech, but I think I am 
not wrong in saying that the amendments 
which he asks for from the Government 
are, first, that Clause 4 should be made a 
realitv. Ido not know whether he goes 
quite as far as we do, but if he does, if he 
is willing to agree with us on that, he 
must go with us to the extent of saying 
that Clause 4, as it stands, is a sham 
and he wishes to make it a reality. 
He wishes that the Government shall 
accept amendments which will prevent 
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the intrusion of teachers of any other 
denomination into Catholic schools ; in 
other words, he wishes, as all of us must 
expect he would, that the Catholic 
atmosphere of the Catholic schools shall 
be considered sacred and be continuously 
preserved. He asks not merely that the 
position of Catholic schools as it is at 
present shall be continued, but that 
facilities shall be given, that full liberty 
shall be given, to the creed for the crea- 
tion of new schools on the same principle ; 
and, lastly, he suggests that amendments 
shall be made in the clause dealing with 
endowments, although he does not specify 
what they are. He said, in his eloquent 
peroration, that these demands were 
made in a spirit of conciliation, and that 
they were in his opinion very moderate 
demands. I am not certain whether | 
diter from him, but these conciliatory 
and moderate demands destroy the two 
principles of the Bill. They absolutely 
destroy the principle of public control 
over all elementary schools, and they 
absolutely destroy the principle on which 
the Government have hitherto insisted 
—the abolition of what thev call tests for 
teachers. I agree with the hon. Gentle- 
man who has just sat down that this talk 
about tests for teachers is a misapplica- 
tion of words. This is a matter which is 
on totally different lines from those tests 
which we, all of us—at any rate, those of 
us who profess Libera] and progressive 
ideas on whichever side of the House 
we sit—have always opposed, and which 
our ancestors in their time opposed. It 
may be right to carry the matter further. 
All I wish to say is that I agree with the 
hon. Member if he meant to impress on 
the House that they are not in pari 
materia with what are called tests for 
teachers. 

Now, Sir, let us consider the 
moderate and conciliatory demands of 
the hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down, speaking alone, as he is entitled 
to speak, and as necessarily he wishes 
to speak, for the Irish Catholic Party. 


So far as they are concerned they will be | 


reconciled by the acceptance of these 
moderate amendments. But does the 
House think that it is reasonable to ask 
us to be satisfied with a concession 
which is made to only one of the sections 
which object to the Bill? I am not by 
any_means certain—I have no right to 
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speak for others, but I am inclined to 
think that if these moderate and con- 
ciliatory conditions which are asked fer 
on behalf of the Irish Catholics are 
granted and extended, as they must be, 
to every other denomination—if they 
are extended, as they must be, to the 
Anglicans, to all those members of 
Noncomformist bodies who do _ not 
accept the views of the Free Churches, 
and to the Jews, I am not certain, but 
at first sight I am inclined to believe, 
you will settle the whole question. The 
hon. Member stated the views which are 
held by a definite section of the House, 
and he expressed what I may call some 
indifference for those whom he called 
old stagers, among whom, I am sure, he 
will admit himself to be a distinguished 
member. [I also claim that I am a very 
old stager in this education business. 
More than thirty years ago I was chair- 
man of the National Education Board. 
At the same time I was a member of 
several Noncomformist committees. A 
short time afterwards I was chairman 
for three years of the Birmingham School 
Board, so that I have had _theoreti- 
cal and practical experience upon this 
question; and in all those capacities 
it is my pride and my delightful recollec- 
tion that I was associated throughout 
with my friend the late Dr. Dale. 
There must be some here who also 
enjoyed his friendship. No man, as I 
think, ever held a higher place as a 
representative of the Free Churches, 
and it will be admitted by all that he 
had most sincere religious convictions. 
His whole spirit was one of devotion 
and piety; and at the same time there 
was not a man who had a broader mind 
or who attached more importance to 
absolute justice and equality in dealing 
with all classes of men—those from 
whom he differed as well as _ those 
amongst whom he worked and lived. 
Thirty years ago almost to a month, 
when I entered this House, I made my 
maiden speech, and it was upon this 
subject ; and very curious it is to look 
back and see that the position was exactly 
the same then as it is now, and that we 
have not proceeded one step towards a 
final settlement. The bone of contention 
is the same; and I say that, until you 
come to some definite conclusion as to the 
principles to be adopted in order to do 
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this problem. Looking at this speech— 
it was a short one and, I think, imper- 
fectly reported—I find I made two state- 
ments. I said that if the priest and the 
parson, and of course by that I did not 
mean to speak of particular denomina- 
tions, but meant that if all clerical and 
ecclesiastical influence were withdrawn, 


there would be no religious difficulty. | 


That was my view then, but I am not 
certain, when we come to examine it, that 
that statement has helped us or will help 
usmuch. My second statement was that 
the true principles of justice must be 
observed, and that the principles of the 
three Nonconformist Committees and of 
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justice to all, you never will approach | that the system you are 
anything in the nature of a solution of | generally under this Bill is 
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imposing 
absolutely 
reasonable, after all, you will have to 
show to the House upon what principle 
you intend to impose it compulsorily 


/on someone who does not accept it. 
| You may try and convert your opponent 
/and to show him that he is wrong, but 
| when you come to these matters of con- 
| science, at the end of the discussion he 


| 


tells you you have not converted him. 
Then you have to see how, consistently 
with your own principles of justice and 


religious liberty, you can impose your 


| examples. 


the Birmingham School Board which I re- | 


presented—and which were the principles, 
remember, of Nonconformists as aple and 
as distinguished as Dr. Dale and Mr. 
Henry Richards—that those principles, 
which involved no sectarian instruction 
—that is a different thing altogether— 


| side of the House have found to 


but an entire separation between the work | 


of the State and the work of the individual 
or denomination, offered then, as they 
seem to me to offer now, the only founda- 
tion on which to establish a fair and im- 
partial system. Now, what has struck 
me in this debate is its essential unreality. 
We are arguing each from our own side, 
in opposite directions, but in parallel 
lines which never meet. I can aiford 
to admit a very great deal of what 
was said this evening by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South Aber- 
deen, for instance, and it would not in 
the slightest degree be relevant to the 
objections I take to this Bill. Each side 
has put forward its own views and argues 
that its own views are absolutely reason- 
able, that they are not unjust and do 
not nterfere unjustly with anybody’s 
conscience, and that there is no desire 
to interfere unjustly vith anybody's 
conscience. They argue in, I will say, a 
reasonable and absolutely correct manner, 
and it would be absolutely satisfactory 
if we were dealing with a purely secular 
subject. But, as the hon. Member who 
has just sat down has well pointed out, 
when you come to matters of conscience, 
you cannot dispose of them by reasonable 
arguments. If you prove to the satis- 
faction of the whole House, instead of to 
the satisfaction of only your own side, 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


Bill on him. I would like to give some 
I will take them from two 
Bills, the Bill of 1902 and the Bill now 
before us. The Bill of 1902, as we all 
know, and as many of our friends on this 
their 
disadvantage during the last election, 
raised passionate opposition. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Wolver- 
hampton said it had resulted in a 
mandate, and he defined the mandate. 
I do not agree with his definition. If 


/there was anv mandate at all I do not 


| 





think it was in the form in which the right 
hon. Gentleman believes it was. I can- 
not help recalling what the hon. Member 
for East Mayo said just now, when he 
pointed out how many mandates are 
supposed to have been given at the 
general election; there is nothing that 
anybody who was successful attaches 
importance to which he does not designate 
by the sacred name of a popular mandate. 
Let us grant it. I have always main- 
tained that there were a great number of 
mandates, almost an infinite number, as 
many mandates as there are Members of 
the House. Do not let us hear any more 
of there having been a_ conclusive 
popular decision upon any one particular 
subject. But I complained of the definition 
of the Member for Wolverhampton. | 
should have said it was not a mandate 
from the country about education at all. 
So far as it was a mandate, it was a 
mandate from the majority of the Dis- 
senters that Parliament shotld relieve 
them of what they felt to be a burning 
grievance. They did not prescribe the 
method ; they honestly believed they 
had a grievance, and they asked that it 
should be removed. Could not we, could 
not the supporters of the Act of 1902 at 
any rate, make a perfectly good argument 
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to show that their claim was an extremely | remove that grievance. They 


unreasonable one? Let us take two 
points. What was the grievance of the 
Nonconformist ? That he was compelled 
to pay rates for religious instruction of 
which he disapproved. Yes, but he paid 
taxes for I do not know how many years. 
Logically he ought not to have objected 
to the imposition of a rate. That might 
justify the promoters of the Act in think- 
ing that no grievance would arise; but 
the grievance did arise, and our answer 
did not convert anv single Dissenter that 
I am aware of. We had a much more 
serious argument than that. The pro- 
moters of the Bill might have said “ You 
complain of grievance in that you are 
made to pay taxes and rates for an 
opinion of which you disapprove. On 
the other hand, vou are compelling a 
great number of others—Catholics, 
Anglicans, and Jews—to pay rates and 
taxes for opinions of which they do not 
approve.” If you talk about fairness, 
about equality as regards different sects, 
there was a scheme in that Bill of 1902 of 
what may be called concurrent endow- 
ment. If, on the one hand, the Anglicans 
had their schools, the Catholics theirs, the 
Jews theirs, for which the Nonconformists 
were called upon to pay, so the Noncon- 
formists had the Board Schools, at which 
the religious education given satisfied 
them, and was paid for by the people who 
did not approve of that form of religion. 
I say that that was a very good argu- 
ment, just as good as any we have 
heard to-night in favour of this Bill; 
but from the point of view of the House 
of Commons we must bear in mind that 
it did not convert the Dissenters. Ihave 
never made any concealment of my 
personal view that, although I think the 
Dissenters very much exaggerated their 
grievance, they had a grievance when the 
Act came into operation. At any rate, 
for my purpose it is sufficient to say that 
they thought they had a grievance, and 
in those circumstances it was the duty of 
any Government, whether the present 
Government or our Government if we 
had been fortunate at the general election, 
to endeavour as statesmen and on political 
grounds to remove the grievance, if 


possible. We are agreed. Indeed I am 
striving not to argue this matter in an 


unnecessarily controversial manner. I 
Say the Government have attempted to 
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were 
called upon to make the attempt. I do 


not complain of the attempt—I complain 
of the way in which they have made it. 
They have attempted to remove the heavy 
burden the Nonconformist felt upon his 
shoulders by putting it on the Catholic 
or Anglican. I defy them to say that 
that is their mandate. I defy them 
to show that the great bulk of the Non- 
conformists desire not merely the re- 
moval of their own grievance, but that 
it should be placed on the shoulders 
of somebody else. So much for the 
Act of 1902. Both side shad a good 
case. What remained at the end of 
the discussion was that there was a 
considerable number of people who 
thought they had a conscientious griev- 
ance. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Aberdeen, following the 
right hon. Gentleman for Wolverhamp- 
ton, gave us an admirable description, 
a most impassioned panegyric of the 
system at present adopted in a board 


school. He spoke in a way which I 
think commanded the assent of the 
majority of the House. Let me iIn- 


cidentally, by the wav, correct myself. 
The Member for Wolverhampton, I 
think, complained of some words I let 
fall incidentally. I had spoken of the 
present Bill as the endowment of a new 
religion. I withdraw that description. 
It is inaccurate. What I meant, what 
I do say, is that it is a new endowment 
of a special form of religion which is 
already largely endowed. The million 
a year which is now to be taken from 
the pockets of the taxpayers is a further 
endowment in addition to what Is 
already given to the support of this 
board school teaching, which is so 
praised—so rightly and justly praised— 
by the two right hon. Gentlemen to 
whom I have referred. 


*Sirr HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): That is paid to de- 
nominational schools in rent and repairs. 
There is no endowment of anybody. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Pardon{me. 
Surely the right hon. Gentleman does not 
deny that if he did not propose to deal 
with the denominational schools, it would 
not be necessary to find this million,”and 
that the object is to change the religious 
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teaching now given in a denominational 
school to the teaching now given in a 
board school? There is no other object 
in the Bill—no substantial object. I 
have no personal complaint to make 
against this board school religion. I 
have seen the syllabus of the Birmingham 
Board to which the Member for Wolver- 
hampton referred ; I approve of it. But 
I can go a great deal further. There has 
not been, to my knowledge, in all the 
board schools of Birmingham, a com- 
plaint from any parent sending his child 
to those schools of the religious instruction 
which has been given. Does it never 
strike the right hon. Gentleman that that 
argument tells on the other side? How 
many children of Nonconformists are 
there who go to Church schools, how 
many Protestants who go to Roman 
Catholic schools ? 
considerable number. 


iducation (England 


What is 


very 


much rarer, but that also exists—how | 


many Roman Catholics go to Protestant 
schools? I might take other denomina- 
tions. How many complaints can you 
establish from the parents in any one of 
those cases? If you assert that the 


parents would be satisfied with the board | 
school religion in any case, because they | 


have not hitherto complained, on the 
same ground you may say the parents 
would be satisfied with the Church of 
England Catechism because they have 
not complained. There is no general or 


substantial complaint on the part of the | 


parents in any of these cases. It seems to 
me that that justifies the statement which 
I made, and which I quoted from my 
maiden speech, in which I said that if the 
sects would stand aside there would be no 
religious difficulty. But that does not 
help the Government ; the sects will not 
stand aside. Neither the Nonconform- 
ists, nor the Catholics, nor the Church of 
England are prepared to accept that 
position of entire neutrality, and accord- 
ingly we have the religious difficulty 
always with us. Now, I say, what is the 
use of all your argument, of the argument 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Aberdeen ? 


the Member for East Mayo to refuse to 
accept as thoroughly satisfactory the 
education? given in the London Board 
Schools ; it is open to the right hon. Gen- 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 


Clearly there is a) 


I am not denying its | 
force; I am not saying I do not agree | 
with it ; it may be most unreasonable for | 


and Wales) Bill. 1344 


tleman to think the Church of England 
are excessively unreasonable in rejecting 
the school board religion as not being 
satisfactory to them, and in not volun- 
tarily introducing it imto their schools. 
All I point out is that the right hon. 
Gentleman has not converted them, that 
they remain unconvinced, and that just 
as firmly and sincerely as any Noncon- 
formist believes that his conscience was 
‘injured by the Act of 1902, the Anglican 
| believes his conscience will be injured by 
| the Bill of 1906. [‘ No.”?] An Hon. Gentle- 
_man opposite says “ No.” That is the old 
| doctrine of intolerance, of which I am sure 
the hon. Gentleman opposite would make 
/a most admirable representative: that 
'the .conscience of any man only 
_known to those who are prepared to 
| persecute him, that it is for somebody 





is 


/else to declare either what his con- 
| science is or what it ought to be. No 


reasonable man on the other side will, ! 
‘think, doubt that it is true to say 
‘that in these matters of conscience 
'there is only one judge, and that that 
is not the man who makes the law, 
but the man who suffers from the law. 
However admirable or reasonable the 
argument you use, there remains the fact 
that there are a large number of people 
who would regard the system you desire 
to establish as a system of religious per- 
secution. I say that the mandate given 
was a mandate to relieve a grievance, and 
not to impose one. And there is a differ- 
‘ence between a Bill which, I believe, 
would have been unanimously supported 
in this House, and a Bill of this kind 
which merely transfers the difficulty. 
How do you attempt to deal with this 
religious difficulty ? The right hon. 
Gentleman just now—as, indeed, other 
speakers from that side also—seemed to 
think that in absolute defiance of logic 
or justice they can make exceptions, 
that they can treat a great political Party, 
supporting them in other things, differ- 
ently in religious matters to everybody 
‘else. I say they cannot do it. But 
they have tried to do it by Clause 4. I 
am not complaining of the attempt to 
satisfy the Roman Catholics—let me be 
clearly understood—I only complain 
that they do not try and satisfy others. 
But in order to satisfy the objections of 
the Roman Catholics, which they must 
have anticipated, whose views on this 
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subject have been always clearly express- 
pressed, they introduced Clause 4. But 
they surrender absolutely the whole 
principle of the Bill, surrender absolutely 
those irreducible minima of which they 
talked so bravely on the introduction of 
the Bill, if they maintain the exception 
in favour of the Catholics. I said at the 
beginning of my speech, and I repeat, 
that in order to pacify the Catholics you 
will have to give more, I am inclined to 
sav I hope you will give more—but you 
will have to give it tous. {MINISTERIAL 
cries of “ Whois ‘us’ ?”] ‘ Us”? in this | 
House means the Party with which I am 
associated and for which I am speaking, 
that is the Unionist Party. Now what 
did you mean, what did you intend, 
when you said that the principles of | 
your Bill, to which you attach great | 
importance, are the principle of public | 
control and the abolition of tests? | 
What do you mean by public control ? | 
Do you mean public control of secular | 
instruction 4 With some natural con- 
sideration of special cases, that is a 
principle we are all ready to accept. We, 
the Unionist Party, have no difficulty. 
The late Government, by the Act of 1902, 
wished and intended to advance that 
principle of public control of secular 
education. We always held that very | 
large advances had been made in that | 
direction, and if you want now to go 
further we have no objection. But that | 
is not the Billasit stands. The Bill pro- | 
vides for the control of religious instruc- | 
tion, and that is a totally diiferent thing. 
What I want to point out, in specially 
considering the large number of Dis- 
senters who are in this House, is that | 
the principle of control of religious in- | 
struction by the State is in total opposi- 
tion to every principle that the Free 
Churches have ever laid down. When 
[ think that these are the descendants 
of Mr. Henry Richards, of Dr. Dale, 
and Mr. Miall! What is the principle 
of the Liberation Society ? Probably | 
many Members on the other side) 
belong to that society — do they | 
know what the indefeasible principles | 
of that society are? We are told—I| 
have not examined for myself, but I| 
give it, believing it to be correct—that, 
according to the Free Church Year- 
book, one of the essential principles 
of that society is: “To oppose any 
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payment for religious purposes out of 
public funds compulsorily exacted from 
all classes of the community.” I appeal 
to members of the Liberation Society 
on the other side, at any rate, can you 
approve conscientiously of a Bill which 
throws all this additional cost, which 
maintains the existing cost of religious 
instruction, “out of public funds com- 
pulsorily exacted from all classes of the 
community”? I say, if you are false to 
your tradition and your faith, then you are 
thrown back to the other position—I ven- 
ture to quote from my maiden speech— 
and you must assent to the separation 
between religious and secular instruc- 
tion. Suppose we accept this ex- 


|traordinary demand of a Liberal and 


a Nonconformist Party to control 
religious instruction. The Bill {not 
only claims it, but it proposes to exercise 
that control in the most unfair and 
most partial manner, to exercise it in a 
way which, although it may not have 
been intended, must inure to the disad- 
vantage of Catholics, Jews, and 
Churchmen, and to the advantage 
of the Free Churches, and the Free 
Churches alone. [‘‘No!”] We have 


/heard something of the Cowper-Temple 


clause, but curiously enough theright hon. 
Member for South Aberdeen, generally 
accurate in all these matters of detail, 


did not accurately describe that clause, 


although I do not differ from him much 
in the practical application of it. The 
clause prevents, not the teaching of 


‘doctrinal religion, but the use of any 


religious catechism or formulary which is 
distinctive of any religious denomination. 


Mr. BRYCE: I meant to say that, at 
any rate. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : But you ob- 
serve there is a difference, at all events, 
in the possible use of the clause, although 
I do not think there has been a great 
difference in the practical use of the clause. 


Mr. BRYCE: I admit that. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : It would be 
perfectly possible for the teachers to give 
doctrinal instruction without the use of 
any formulary distinctive of the sect. 
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Mr. BRYCE : I intended to imply that, 
but my argument was that that had not 
been done. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : We agree on 
that, then. 
Temple clause, what has been substan- 
tially the effect 2 The effect has been 
that, owing to the prohibition, boards 
which are not able, even if they wish, to 
give this doctrinal instruction by means of 


Now under that Cowper- | 


{COMMONS} 


| 


the ordinary catechism and formularies, | 


have as an alternative the form of reli- 
cious instruction which I do not intend to 


tion [MrNIsTERIAL cries of 
Churchmen’’], and not to Churchmen 
[“ Oh’ ], not to Churchmen universally. 
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liberal-minded than we have been our- 
selves.” 

What is this Bill? The title is, 
“To make further provision for educa- 
tion.” Surely that is an absolute mis- 
description. What further provision does 
it make for education? It is one thing 
of which the promoters of the Act of 1902, 
and especally my right hon. friend, may 
well be proud, that the principal part of 
his Bill—too much lost sight of, but by 
far the larger part—was directed to the 
unifying and improvement of secular 


‘ 


‘instruction, and was deliberately framed 
call the Nonconformist religion, but which | 
has been entirely satisfactory to Noncon- | 
formists generally, almost without excep- 


* And to! 


in the interests of the children ; and with 
regard to those new provisions no altera- 
tion, no addition hardly, has been sug- 
gested. This Bill, however, ought to be 


| called one to settle the religious difficulty. 


You measure a grievance by the number | 


of people who feel it. “If you are ina 
minority we burn you at the stake if vou 
do not agree with us.” TI assert that in 


The right hon. Member for Wolverhamp- 
ton, getting into a flame of histrionic 
indignation, denounced my right hon. 


friend the Member for the City because, 


the knowledge of everybody there are | 


great numbers of distinguished Church- 


men, both ecclesiastics and Church lay- | 


men, who entirely repudiate this teaching, 
and refuse to accept it as satisfactory. 
Even those who have praised the teaching 


have always declared that, from their | 
point of view, it is altogether insufficient | 


and inadequate. 


But now contrast the | 


treatment of the denominationalist, the | 
effective teaching of whose view is pro- 


hibited by law, with the optional facilities 
which are given in order to enable the 


denominationalist to give the teaching he | 


desires. 
in the case of this Bill it is only optional. 


In the one case it is compulsion ; | 


What authority has anvbody who cares | 


for this denominational education to 


believe that in all cases, at all times, and | 
in all districts the local authorities will | 


concede the “ facilities” the responsi- 
bilities for which are thrown upon them ? 
The right hon. Gentleman has said he 


| 


believes in the sense of justice and fair play | 


of the local authorities, which will induce 


themtogive these facilities. Well, Isuppose | 
| to be hostile to the State, and for these 


the Government have a sense of justice 


and fair play, but that has not induced | 


them to give these facilities. Their Bill 
is all directed against the denominations, 
and then they say, “Oh, but do not 
think of that, we have got a loophole 
and we trust to the local authorities to be 
more considerate, more generous, more 


apparently, he had said the intention of 
the Bill was to injure the Church. We 
judge from the terms of the Bill. and in all 
matters of life most of us from the written 
word judge the intention. The right hon. 
Gentleman gave an assurance that it was 
not intended to injure the Church. That 
is the opinion of the right hon. Member 
for Wolverhampton and probably some 
of his colleagues ; but is that the opinion 
of the President of the Board of Trade, 
whom I am sorry not to see in his place ? 
Many cooks went to this broth. What 
did that right hon. Gentleman say last 
night ¢ One sentence that will remain 
in all our minds for a long time to come 
was quoted from a great Frenchman. 
He said, “Clericalism is the enemy.” 
[MinisTeRIAL Cheers.]| And Noncon- 
formist religionists of different denomina- 
tions cheer that. The Frenchman who 
used that expression had a different situa- 
tion altogether to deal with. He had to 
deal with a clericalism which threatened 
the law, which was considered to be oppos- 
ing the law, and interfering in politics. 
Clericalism at that time was thought 


reasons it was declared by this great 
statesman to be the common enemy. 


We have got your definition of clerical- 


ism—those who interfere in politics: 
have you ever heard of political Dis- 
senters; those who oppose the law: 
have you ever heard of passive resisters ? 
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Do not make the mistake of thinking 
that you can identify clericalism, or 
the declaration that clericalism is the 
enemy, with one sect, with one de- 
nomination. If it is the enemy, I think, 
on the definition which I have extracted 
from your assents it is much less the 
enemy than certain ,Nonconformists 
sects which I will not name, which it 
would be invidious to mention. No, 
Sir, clericalism is not in this country 
the enemy. I hope it never will be. 
With all our religious dissensions I hope 
we shall retain our respect for all who 
are ministers of religion and who honestly 
and sincerely preach and teach the 
things they believe. But, no doubt, it 
is impossible to doubt, the right hon. 
(rentleman the President of the Board 
of Trade, when he used that expression, 
had not the innocent intentions towards 
the Church which are proclaimed so 
loudly by his colleague the Member for 
Wolverhampton. 


I do not pause to dwell on the 
object of the promoters of this Bill. 
If I have been able to make myself 
understood in the arguments I have 
put before the House, I ask you 
now, as politicians, do you think 
that this Bill will be a final settle- 
ment of the question with which it 
undertakes to deal! Are not you 
wasting your time? [Cries of “ No!” } 
Do you think you are advancing our 
common object? I ask you, as politi- 
cians, to look at the practical situation. 
You have a majority so large that in 
defiance of allthe minorities—the minority 
here, the minority there (pointing to the 
Nationalist Benches), and the minority 
there (indicating the Labour Party)—you 
can, if you like, carry this Bill through the 
House of Commons without the slightest 
amendment. According to our constitu- 
tion it has got to go elsewhere. [‘‘Oh!”’] 


* Tam dealing with the practical situation. 


You donotdeny that it hasto goelsewhere. 
When I think of the circumstances, I 
do think there may be some peculiar in- 
cidents in that House. I can conceive of 
the very difficult position in which a 
certain noble Lord, whom we all respect 
very much, but whose religious opinions 
differ from those of the majority, will be 
placed if he has to introduce this Bill. 
Anyway, it has to be considered that the 
Bill may be amended. I ask you, what- 
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ever its fate in another place—whether it 
is ultimately destroyed there or destroyed 
by your refusal to accept Amendments 
which may be put into it—what do you 
think you will gain if there is another 
appeal to the people? One thing I say. 
In this House we are in a minority, but 
on this question there is not the slightest 
doubt that practically, at least, half the 
people of this country are opposed to this 
Bill. [Cries of “ Oh.”] You profess to 
think not. Wait for the election and we 
shall see. We are equally confident, and 
nothing but an express test will finally 
settle any difference of opinion between 
us. But, although you may say not, 
for the purpose of cheering your spirits in 
this House, there is not a man amongst 
you who knows anything whatever of 
political agitation in this country who 
does not know in his heart that whatever 
happens, if you went to the country on 
this Bill, you would come in with a 
smaller majority and vou would justify 
any action that may have been taken 
against you. But I go further. Sup- 
pose, on the contrary, that the people 
of the country are so enamoured of this 
Bill that when it becomes the sole issue— 
when Chinese slaveryand the big and little 
loaf are all forgotten—they give you a 
majority bigger than ever and we are re- 
duced to some half dozen, almost solitary, 
individuals on these benches [Cries of 
“Seven ”|—I accept the compliment. 
I will answer for seven. But when 
that occurs, again I say, do you think 
that a settlement of this kind, which 
will leave behind a rankling in the hearts 
of a very large proportion of the people of 
this country, can be final? One fears 
that you will force the Party here, waiting, 
as we have to wait, for the swing of the 
pendulum, which you all know must come, 
to inseribe the repeal of this Bill upon 
their banners, and you will leave the 
religious controversy where it was— 
tossed from side to side without any 
better chance of settlement than it has 
ever had in the past. 

There is only one way in which 
you can settle this question. You 
must settle it by some measure which 
will be recognised by the people of 
this country—I am not now speaking of 
clericalism—as inalienably just. You 
must adopt the principle—a_ principle 
which appears in times past to have been 
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accepted by the President of the Board 
of Education and the President of the 
Board of Trade ; I have quotations from 
their works and speeches which show that 
there was a time when they accepted the 
principle—of the right of the parent. Of 
course I agree with the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Mayo that you must 
not carry that right to an absurd extent. 
The right of a parent, for instance, cer- 
tainly does not extend to brutalising his 
child or to depriving his child of ad- 
vantages which the State intended he 
should have. But we all know what we 
mean; and we say, most of us at any 
rate, that a parent has an_ inalienable 
right to be consulted, or, at all events, 
to secure, in some form or another, 
substantially the religious education 
which he desires for his children. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asquirn, Fifeshire, E.) : 
At the cost of the State ? 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I will 
answer that at once. 
it at the cost of the State, then it 
is the inalienable right of everybody. 
There are two ways of doing it. 
Everyone knows that the State can 
provide, in every case, what the 
parent wants. That is what is done in 
some other countries. I think the hon. 
Member for Louth the other day rather 
elaborately argued that it was impossible. 
It is not impossible. It is done now in 
this country. It is done in the industrial 
schoolsand in the workhouseschools; and I 
do not wonder that somebody has wittily 
said that, in order that a parent may be 
secured in the exercise of his inalienable 
tight to have his child taught the re- 
ligion of which he approves, either the 
parent must die or the child must com- 
mit a crime. That is one alternative. 
I do not believe that, with good will, it 
would not be possible to carry out that 
alternative. After all, that is the 
alternative at which the old system 
aimed. That was the object which 
was, roughly, carried out by the Bill of 
1870, which allowed of provision being 
made, side by side, for children of very 
denomination. The fault of that system, 
that which has given rise to most of the 
sense of grievance, is that it is not 
adequately distributed throughout the 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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If anybody gets 
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country. In certain places, no doubt, 
there is not sufficient choice; but, if 
you take the towns, I do believe the 
system at present is substantially fair. 
But that is not the alternative which I 
ventured to press on the House thirty 
years ago, and which, holding the same 
opinion, I press upon the House this 
afternoon. iI say the most logical, the 
fairest, the most reasonable and the 
most easily attainable of all systems is 
the system which separates the duty of 
the State from the duty respectively 
belonging to the parent and the sect. 
We are told by Members of the Govern- 
ment that really one of the main objects 
of this Bill has been to prevent that 
system which they describe as a secular 
system, which they call turning the Bible 
out of the schools, and bringing up the 
children in atheism or irreligion. There 
is nothing whatever of substance in that 
ery. Like all other cries with which we 
were familiar at the last election, it has 
gone to the bourne from which no political 
ery ever returns. What we propose, we 
who advocate this system, is not secular- 
ism. I can conceive that there may be 
earnest Agnostics or Secularists, who 
aggressively desire the teaching of their 
views ; but I am aware that they are 
absolutely insignificant in number, and 
what we, who talk of this separation, all 
desire is not secularism, but a division of 
duty and of conscience. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman forgive me 
for interrupting him? He says, ‘‘ What 
we desire.” Ona previous occasion in his 
speech, we had to ask what he meant by 
“We.” He said of course it was the 
Unionist Party for which he was speaking. 


Does “ We” still mean the Unionist 
Party ? 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: On the 


present occasion “ We ” means those who 
agree with me. When the right hon. 
Gentleman intervened I was about to say 
that in the practical application of this 
principle I admit there are serious diffi- 
culties. We tried three years ago in the 
board schools of Birmingham an entire 
and absolute separation ; but that experi- 
ment, under the conditions in which it 
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was tried, was not a success. If you 
attempt to make a separation; if you 
allow any child to be absent who pleases 
at the time that religious instruction is 
given, you offer a premium either to the 
child to stay away or to a selfish parent, 
who wants the work of his child, to keep 
him from school. In my opinion, there- 
fore, the religious instruction must be 
given within the compulsory school hours, 
although all parents who desire that their 
children should not attend the religious 
instruction would, as a matter of course, 
have their children instructed in secular 
work during the period of religious in- 
struction. I am perfectly certain that 
you would demoralise the school if you 
tried to bring in a certain number of 
children, say, at 9 o'clock for religious 
instruction and the remainder at %.45. 
You must have all the school assembled at 
9oclock, the opening hour. That is part of 
the facility which I and we—again on the 
same definition—would desire to give. 
I am totally unable to understand the 
logic or the justice of those who pretend 
to lay a prohibition on the teachers 
against teaching religion. That they 
should not be compelled to teach it, of 
course, we all agree. That no test as 
to their religious opinions should be 
exacted from them at the time of their 
first appointment I think we all agree. 
[MINISTERIAL cries of “* Oh” and “ We ?” | 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman say again 
which particular “ we” is it this time ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: TI have 
just consulted with my right hon. friend 
the Member for the City of London, and 
I believe that during the whole of this 
debate no one on this side of the House 
has expressed anything inconsistent with 
what I have just said. If that is so, on 
this occasion I may claim that “ we” 
represents the Unionist Party. Let me 
make the position quite clear. I sav 
that when a teacher comes forward to 
enter a great State service there is no 
more reason, no more justice, in ex- 
acting from him a profession of any par- 
ticular religious opinion than there is 
in doing .it in the case of more 
important servants of the State. 
[MINISTERIAL cheers.| Why hon. Mem- 
bers opposite should display 
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boisterous exhilaration at the state- 
ment of a fact which no one has ever 
denied I cannot for the life of me see. 
Let ustake a practical case. Here is a 
school to which teachers who have made 
noprofession ofany religion are appointed. 
There is desired by so many Noncon- 
formists religious teaching in accordance 
with the board school syllabus. There 
is desired by so many Churchmen re- 
ligious teaching in accordance with the 
Church. There may be others who will 
make similar demands. These teachers 
being there without any previous test, 
what is there to prevent them—if there 
is general knowledge on their part that 
such religious teaching is desired, and 
that they would be favourably received 
if they offered to give it—what possible 
reason is there for interfering with their 
liberty in time which is not the State’s, 
but their own, and in refusing to permit 
them, if they choose, to come forward 
voluntarily and say, “I should like to 
give board school instruction”; or 
“IT should like to teach the Church 
Catechism’? That is not a test. Sup- 
posing they offered to give their services 
for secretarial work out of school hours, 
who is to prevent them, and who is to 
say it would be unreasonable, in such a 
case, to inquire as to their ability 
to give this secretarial assistance? I 
desire—to avoid all possibility of fur- 
ther intervention by the Prime Minister 
—I desire that the teachers should 
have full opportunity to offer them- 
selves to be taken on and paid by 
the denominations, or the representatives 
of the parents in a particular case. | 
therefore claim that the facilities afforded 
to any endeavours to secure separation 
between religious and secular instruction 
should include liberty to the teacher to 
offer himself to give religious instruction, 
if he is willing and desires to do so. | 
suppose we are all convinced that a great. 
number of the teachers would so offer 
themselves if such an opportunity were 
given. We tried in Birmingham, quite 
lately, to give denominational teaching 
by the help of the different denominations 
who sent in their own teachers. The 
school teacher was not obliged to attend, 
but every teacher in every board school 
did attend. Why? They said that, if 
they were away during the time of 
religious instruction, it would take them 
3A 








1355 Education (England 


an hour afterwards to get the school into 
good order. Their experience was that, 
although they took no part in the religious 
instruction, their presence at the time 
was necessary for the general discipline 
of the school. I conceive that on either 
of the two lines I have submitted to the 
House you may have a permanent settle- 
ment. I have expressed my preference 
for the line I mentioned second. But 
you will never have a permanent settle- 
ment on lines like those of the present 
Bill, which are palpably unfair to a 
very large section of the community, 
which are opposed to their sincere 
convictions, and which they, in accord- 
ance with their conscience, can never 
agree to accept. 


*Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth) : In the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman to which we have just 
listened there was less opposition to the 
main principles of the Bill than in the 
majority of the speeches to which we 
have listened from that side of the House. 
When I listened to the right hon. Gentle- 
man it occurred to me that no great effort 
would be required, so far as the right 
hon. Gentleman and those who agreed 
with him are concerned, to arrive at some 
general settlement, not upon the lines of 
resistance to the Bill, but of amendment 
and modification. I have been struck by 
the variety and incongruity of the 
elements which are opposed to this Bill. 
We have on the one hand the English 
Church Union, headed by Lord 
Halifax; then you have the Anglican 
Bishops and a _ considerable propor- 
tion of the Anglican Church, which, 
though not prepared to follow Lord 
Halifax, are yet prepared to stand in 
with him in opposition to the Bill. Then 
we have the Roman Catholic Church, 
which of course from its own point of 
view opposes the Bill, and finds among 
the Irish Nationalist Party advocates 
to whose views we can listen with respect. 
Then we have the Unionist Party, who 
on this occasion are prepared to go into 
the same lobby with the Irish Party. 
Then we have the Labour Party who are 
prepared to vote for the Second 
Reading, but are not satisfied with 
anything but secular education pure 
and simple. Lastly, we have the 
right hon. Member for West Birming- 


Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
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ham, in a class apart as a champion 
of the Church of England and the 
protagonist of voluntary schools, or 
perhaps better described as the con- 
sistent opponent of all established 
and endowed religions, and particularly 
of the further endowment of any special 
form of religion. The variety and in- 
congruity of the opposition to the Bill 
almost inclines one to accept the sugges- 
tion that, our differences upon religious 
matters being irreconcilable, we should 
adopt the alternative of suppressing 
them in this House and agree to banish 
religion from the schools, falling back, 
as the last speaker was almost inclined 
to do, upon limiting the function of 
the State to purely secular instruc- 
tions in our elementary schools.  [ 
do not propose to follow that course. 
I approach this Bill from a frankly 
Protestant point of view, while hon. 
Members below the gangway opposite 
approach it from a frankly Roman 
Catholic point of view. What does 
this Bill aim at? It aims at establish- 
ing one universal system of popular 
control under which, as far as possible, 
teachers shall not be debarred because 
they are members of a particular religious 
creed. Then we have to face the ques- 
tion which has already been dealt with 
by the hon. Member for Leicester and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham, and that is 
whether the State is to take any re- 
sponsibility for religious instruction at 
all, and, if so, for what kind of religious 
instruction it is to take responsibility. 
I hope and trust that the kind of re- 
ligious instruction which is proposed 
under this Bill will meet with general ac- 
ceptance on behalf of the Protestant senti- 
ment of this community. I am aware 
that members of the Church of England 
are not, some of them, prepared to accept 
what is called undenominational teaching, 
unless there is attached to it a system of 
dogma and sacramental instruction, which 
for my part I think the minds of young 
children are altogether unfitted to re- 
ceive. But, in any case, I hope that we 
shall frankly face the situation and, as 
members of a Christian community, agree 
that the State must undertake responsi- 
bility for religious instruction of some 
kind, and that the only question before 
this House will be, for which kind of 








die iat 


= 


"oS? =" & & ot LL. 


eo = 
~— «aso op 


n 
—_ 


cle 
CO 
ar 
el 


sit 
ati 
be 








1357 


Education (England! 


religious instruction we are prepared to 
accept responsibility. The doctrine of 
parental rights is one for which I have a 
very great sympathy. I believe that in 
the first speech that I made in this House 
I did emphasise the rights of parents in 
the matter of the religion of their children, 
though I think in its application the 


principle is to be dealt with in the same | 
way as the application of all other general | 


principles, and you cannot be severely 
symmetrical or logical. But I am quite 
certain of this, that if the State seeks to 


{9 May 1906} 


| 
| 
| 





| 


build a genera! system of religion in our | 


schools upon the basis of parental right, 
inalienable or otherwise, it is building 
upon a foundation of shifting sand. We 
cannot get rid of our responsibility in this 
House by devolving it upon local authori- 
ties, nor by devolving upon parents the 
decision of whether they will or will 
not have religious instruction and which 
kind of religious instruction they are 
going to have. Let me recall what was 
recently said on this point by the Bishop 
of Birmingham. The Bishop of Birming- 
ham in a pamphlet upon this Bill said— 


“Some thirty years ago there was a sort of a 
Protestant religion with a doctrine of the 
Trinity, of heaven and hell, of atonement and 
judgment, of resurrection and eternal life, 
which for good or evil could be more or less 
assumed, Such a standard has gone. I 
seriously doubt whether nearly one half of the 
grown men of the country could seriously say 
that they believe that Christ is God, or that 
he really rose on the third day from the dead. 
It is not that they have become Unitarian, but 
it is that their religious opinions are in a state 
of chaos.” 


That is the solemn utterance of an English 
Bishop upon the condition of faith among 
the adults of this country. What is 
to become of the children of these people ? 
Are you going to ask these parents which 
kind of faith they want their children 
brought up in? I must say that if this 
is true—I think it is an appalling though 
exaggerated picture—but if there is any 
truth in it, it is simply monstrous to 
suppose that you can leave the religious 
destinies of the children of this 
country in the hands of parents who 
are not prepared to accept even the 
elements of Christian faith. The clause 
of the Bill which has excited most oppo- 
sition is that clause which says that no 
attendance at religious instruction shall 
be required. This clause has met with 
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the most determined opposition on the 
other side. of the House, an opposition 
in which I fully join, and yet I am bound 
to recognise that, after all, it is only the 
principle of parental rights pushed to 
an extreme, because if you say that the 
parent has a right to dictate in which form 
of religious faith his children shall be 
educated it is only one step further—or 
perhaps it is only an equivalent step— 
for him to say whether his children shall 
have any religious instruction at all. That 
is a position which I for one decline to 
accept. I hope that this Bill will under- 
go substantial amendment in Com- 
mittee,and [hope that one Amendment 
upon which this House will insist, unless 
it is prepared to accept the secularist 
solution, will be that this clause shall be 
deleted from the Bill. I cannot con- 
ceive how any one who is not prepared 
to accept the secularist solution—to 
adopt the suggestion either of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham or those of the hon. Member 
for Leicester, between whose ideas there 
appears to be only the very thinnest wall 
of partition—can fail to join with all on 
either side of the House who hold that 
if the State is to be responsible for re- 
ligious instruction at all, it must make 
it part of the ordinary course of the 
school and not treat it as something 
attendance at which is a mere act of 
option on the part of the parents. Then 
I hope that we shall not in this House 
be confronted with a painful position 
as between those who adhere to and 
welcome in this Bill the principle of 
simple Bible teaching as the basis of 
religious instruction and the Churches who 
reject and oppose it and are not prepared 
with an alternative. Surely, Sir, the 
worst thing that could happen in this 
country would be that the State, with 
the Bible in its hand, should confront 
the Churches and that the Churches in 
response should say, “ We reject the 
Bible and we have no solution which 
we can offer and which you can accept.” 
I think that would be disastrous to the 
future of religion in this country, and I 
earnestly trust that some means may 
be found by which, accepting Bible 
teaching as the basis of our authorised 
instruction, for which the State pays 
and is responsible, adequate facilities 
may be found for those who think that 
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this is insufficient and requires to be 
supplemented. 


I do not propose to take up the 
time of the House by going at any 
length into the debatable point as to 
whether the facilities offered in this 
Bill are or are not sufficient. I 
quite agree with those critics who have 
said that they make such large con- 
cessions to the denominational principle 
that they do in effect vitiate the main 
principles of the Bill. I do not think 
that is any drawbick to practical men 
desirous of settling a thorny question. 
I am perfectly certain that those who 
attempt to worship the goddess of 
logic at the expense of reason and 
con cience and practical suggestion will 
find that they are only unsettling instead 
of settling this question. Therefore, 
Sir, it is no objection to me, and I think 
it ought to be no objection to any 
reasonable man, that while this Bill 
does embody certain cardinal principles 
of popular control and of freedom for 
all teachers to rise to the highest ranks 
in their profession and also a standard 
system of religious instruction based 
upon the Bible, it is no drawback 
that the Bill gives additional facilities 
to those who are not satisfied with the 
religious education which the State is 
prepared to give. 


Criticism has been directed against the 
clause which deals with the fixed majority 
of four-fifths of the parents, and upon 
which depends the continuation of 
denominational schools. I would ask for 
my part what majority hon. Members 
think should be allowed to trample 
on the rights of minorities. Surely there 
must be in such matters give and take. 
If you insist on four-fifths of the parents 
in the schools being in favour of a particu- 


lar form of denominational teaching there | 


is even then a hardship to the one-fifth 
which is not in sympathy with them. If 
this particular vulgar fraction is not 


acceptable then we shall in Committee | 


have suggestions of another kind, but I 
am convinced of this: that whatever 
exceptions are made the difficulties of 
dealing with minorities of parents will 
still continue and it will be extremely 
difficult to find facilities which will be 
satisfactory all round. 
Mr. Austin Taylor 


{COMMONS} 
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So far as I am concerned I am prepared 
to give this Bill a Second Reading vote 
because it embodies certain principles 
which I believe were affirmed at the 
general election, and because, frankly 
speaking, from the Protestant point of 
view it does recognise the obligation of 
the State to give religious instruction. I 
hope before we have done with it to 
make it recognise it far more, and to 
recognise in that inst uction that. this, 
after all, isa Protestant country. I leave 
myself perfectly freein Committee tomove 
or support such Amendments as will make 
it more fair, as I think it can be made, 
and make it more emphatic, in all its 
details, in the matter of the great principle 
of preserving the religious character of 
our elementary schools. 

One word more, before I sit down, 
on the position of the Church of 
England. I assert without fear of con- 
tradiction that as regards the Church 
of England the appeal she makes is 
that the Bible is the rule of faith and 
final standard of authority. Everybody 
who knows the Articles of the Church 
of England knows that nothing is re- 
quired from any member of the Church 
that cannot be proved by the certain 
warranty of Holy Scripture. That is 
the position of the Church of England. 
I understand that that is not the posi- 
tion of the Church of Rome, but it is 
fair and consistent for the members 
of the Church of England to weleome 
the appeal to the Bible which is the 
basis of the reform of his Church. 
And when we consider what is going 
on to-day in the Church, I will only say 
there is much disquiet to those who desire 


| to adhere to the Reformation standards, 


| based. 





diocese for Easter week. 


in our schools, on which the Church is 
I hold in my hand the particu- 
lars of services in a church in a southern 
The whole of 
those services are made up of low masses, 
sung masses, processions, stations of the 


Cross, and what is called Catechism 
Mass. This is not in a Roman Catholic 


Church, but a Church of England, and 
it is common notoriety that these 
things prevail. What I desire, and what 
I have desired for many years, is that 
in the elementary schools which belong 
to the Church of England this kind of 
thing should not be allowed. What- 
ever they may be in other places, they 








1361 Education (England {9 May 1909} and Wales) Bill. 1362 


are not in their lawful place there, and set forth the grounds upon which 
for my part I welcome any Bill, if it he supported this Bill. He told us 
is just in other directions, which will he was a Protestant. He told us also 
put a stop to these illegalities and vaga- | that he contemplated the present position 
ries which have done so much to weaken | of the Church of England, so far as its 
the confidence of the Protestant popu- Protestant condition is concerned, with 
lation of this country in the Church of gteat disquiet. Of course everybody 
the Reformation. | knows to what the hon. Member was 
‘tie : : . | referring; he was obviously _ refer- 
Now I desire to say, in conclusion’ | ping to the forthcoming Report of 
one word as regards this Bill, and the Royal Commission, But with 
the possibility of a final settlement 'great respect to him, whatever may 
of our differences. I have spoken ‘be the effect of that Report of the 
quite frankly from the Protestant point ' Royal Commission on the matters with 
of view. I hold Protestant opinions which it deals, it has about as much 
strongly. I sometimes notice in the to do with the Bill before the House t>- 
public Press that they are described as | day as the question of King Charles’ head. 
narrow-minded, bigoted and vulgar. J believe I am largely in agreement with 
It is the fashion in a Protestant country | many of the views the hon. Gentleman 
to talk in this way, whilst the utter- | has expressed to-day. If it be established 
ances of our Roman Catholic colleagues | as the result of that Royal Commission 
in this House are described as con- | that there are cases of illegality with 
scientious and devout. I object to that. which it will be proper to deal, then they 
I think we ought to give to every school must be adequately treated, but I am 
of thought respect for the conscientious | utterly at a loss to fathom the intellec- 
convictions which it possesses, and in | tual attitude of those who put before 
the matter of education try to find a the House the view that, because there 
solution ; and it can be done, with due | ™ay be five or six—or twelve or more per- 
consideration to the always admitted | 80s if you like—who disobey the law of 
fact that this, after all, is a Protestant England, therefore they will support 
country and the centre of the Protestant | 2 Pill which will or may be unjust to all 
forces of the world. I should be only those members of the Church of England 
too glad to join in any efforts to arrive | who have no desire at all ba disobey the 
ata peaceful, final and lasting solution. I) [ conceive that this queans - 
read occasionally something of the| Protestantism is a mere red herring drawn 
: ; oe oe across the trail of this Bill, and I venture 
triumph of Parties and of policies. resi mer venttvetaga eee : 
I say nothing of political Party triumphs, | ;° SY that it comes with very little greece 
J oo? viage P'S, | froma Member of this House who is going 
but I do say that in the matter) tng . 
of yeligion teivmgh of Parties, and to support the Second Reading of a 
“s vill measure in respect to which there is 
policies, and persons should be accepted | gyany, peason to apprehend that special 
with fear and trembling. I am old concessions to Roman Catholies are about 
enough to have learnt that In COntTO- | to he given. I do not say myself that I 
versies of this kind the victories which | would view with anything but satisfaction 
come even to righteous principles may | the concessions asked for by the hon. 
be pushed too far. I recognise that it) Member for East Mayo and his co- 
takes all creeds to make a nation, and I religionists on the lines of his speech ; but 
trust that this Bill may be so modified | [ do suggest that if these concessions for 
before it finally receives the signature of | which the hon. Member for East Mayo 
the Monarch that, instead of having for asks are not rendered impossible by a cast 
twenty years still to battle over what is iron wall of principle—if that be not 
called the religious difficulty, it may prove so, then those who on these benches 
the means of equitably and satisfactorily | represent the Church of England are 
adjusting the differences in what is, after | equally entitled to claim them. To deal 
all, a Christian country. | with the converse of that proposition, if 
there is some cast iron wall of principle 
*Mr. F. E. SMITH (Liverpool, Walton): | which prevents you making these conces- 
I listened with some surprise to the | sions to the Church of England, then you 
speech of the hon. Member for the Toxteth | are guilty of a pusillanimous repudiation 
Division of Liverpool in which he! oi this principle if you extend such 
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concessions to hon. Gentlemen sitting | are discussing to-night. Did he answer, 


below the gangway in derogation from 
ue sangwa) 1ETOS 
everything said at the time of the elec- 


tion and of the principle upon which we are | 


told the vote of the country was given. 
Many claims have been put forward as to 
the ground upon which we are asked to 
support the Second Reading of this Bill. 
The Minister for Education has told us 
that it embodies two great principles ; 
first, he says it will effect and bring about 
a national settlement, and, secondly, that 
it will make for simplicity in the schools. 


I do not think the most sanguine | 


Member of this House will attempt to 
say that this measure is likely to effect a 
national settlement. I suppose if there is 
one circumstance which must have pre- 
vented this measure being accepted as a 
settlement it is the deplorable speech 
of the President of the Board of Trade, 
who told us—and the phrase was dealt 


with by the right hon. Member for West | 


Birmingham—that democracy had _pro- 
nounced clericalism to be the enemy. I 


wonder whether Members in this House | 
a gentleman | 


recall the utterance of 
of whom I speak with respect—Dr. 
Clifford—when he said that he was 


| opinions. 


minister at Westbourne Park for the 


same reasons and principles that he was 
president of the Paddington Radical 
Association. I do not suggest that that 
may not be true, and that the cleim 
may not be well-founded; but I do 
suggest that if you sit in this House, as 
so many do, as the result of oratorical 


efforts on the platform by batta‘ions of | 


Noncomformist ministers, it is not wise, 
it is not decent, and surely it is 
not grateful to tell the House that the 
enemy democracy has to fear is clericalism. 
When the hon. Gentleman puts him- 


, fail, 


self forward in this House as being | 
authorised to tell the House what it is | 


democracy wants, and suggests that 
democracy has given an opinion on the 
subject of clericalism, I would ask him 
and also others who sit in this House 


or did any who sit on the Ministerial 
side of the House answer and say, 
“We are following the democracy, and 
the democracy has said that clericalism 
is the enemy.” Let me read what he 
said— 


“T am in receipt of your letter of the 9th 
inst. in which you have submitted to mea ques- 


, tion as regards the right of Catholic parents to 


have their children educated in the elementary 
schools in conformity with their religious 
I have already, [ think, answered 
the question in my election address satistac- 
torily to Catholics, and I need only repeat here 
that I shall do all I can to preserve for Catholics 
in any Education Bill which the Government 
may introduce, the right to have their children 
educated in their own faith, and by teachers 
of their own faith. I think that is all they 
ask for, and every reasonable person of any 
religious conviction must admit the reasonable- 


' ness of that demand.” 


It is carrying cynicism too far for one 
Member of the Government to come 
down to this House and to tell us that 
what democracy says is that clericalism 
is the enemy and for another member 
of the Government when he wanted 
to get into the House and to conciliate 
the feelings of those who were likely to 
be his constituents to protest that no 
reasonable person could dispute the 
right of Catholics to have the Catholic 
religion taught in their schools by per- 
sons of that persuasion — a claim very 
unlikely, if conceded, to diminish the 
influence of clericalism, 


This Bill, so far as it is put for- 
ward as a national settlement, will 
and it will fail so far as it is 
put forward as a measure of sim- 
plicity, for you must remember that you 
found in existence two schools and you 
are leaving by this measure four schools. 
You are leaving, in the first place, pro- 


vided schools; in the second place, 
facility schools; in the third place, 
special facility schools, and in the 


whether they suggest that they were | 


returned on a basis of anti-clericalism. 
I hold in my hand an Answer that 
interests me because it was given by 


the Attorney-General for Ireland, who | 


sits like myself for a Division of Liverpool. 


' will 


Hewas asked by a man of Roman Catholic | 


faith whether, if returned, he would 


support a Bill upon the lines which we | 


Mr. F. E. Smith. 


fourth place, the excluded schools in 
cases where they are either the subject 
of a private ownership or are held 
under trust which permits of exclusion. 
Do not let the House think for a 
moment that the fact that you are 
going to leave four classes of schools 
make no difference to your 
educational machinery. It all means 


‘complication and proves the impossi- 


bility of that simplification of machinery 
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elsewhere the glaring partiality, so far as 
it appeals to the rates, of undenomina- 
chief merits. The Bill will fail not alone | tional instruction. If Mr. Gladstone was 
on these grounds, but on grounds which | right in saying it was a glaringly impar- 
go deeper still, because it is not a compro- | tis al application of the rates, is it not 
mise nor a concordat, but a mere brutal| possible that there may be some ground 
dictation of terms. |‘ No.”] Hon. Mem- for the grievances seriously felt on this 
bers say “no.” I venture to think that | side of the House? The hon. Member 
when the clauses of this Bill are examined | for North West Ham in an interesting 
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which was put forward by the Minister 
who introduced the Bill as one of its 





and when the principles are tested, md 
in the light of what was said below the | 
gangway on the Opposition side or in the | 
light of what I and my friends say, but in | | 
the light of those who have been held | 
entitled to speak for the Liberal Party in | 
times past—judged I say by that Lend 
it is a brutal dictation of terms. You | 
must re-write the old reflection and say FE 
“Thus conscience doth make bullies of 
us all.” Let me remind the House of | 
what was said by the Minister for War, 
than whom there is no greater authority | 
on education, and who has worked for | 
education while others have shrieked. [| 
will remind the House of what he said in| 
1902 when the Bill was introduced. He | 
wrote deliberately and away from the 
heat of debate— | 

“Tf the Liberal Party came into power to- 
morrow, and tried to establish a general school 
board scheme, it would find itself in even a 
more serious position than that in which Mr. 
Gladstone was in 1870, when with a huge 
majority he failed to accomplish this very 
thing.” 

This is the view which the Minister for 
War took. I would ask hon. Members 
opposite whether there is no justification 
for saying it is an imposition, a brutal 
dictation of terms, when I remind them, 
as has already been said in the debate, 
that it is not in controversy between 
the two sides of the House that dis- 
senters get, under this Bill, what they 
are conscientiously satisfied with for 
the education of their children. I 
do not say, and it does not in the least 
matter whether you use the expression, 
that dissent is endowed. I am willing to 
avoid the term if any hon. Member thinks | 
the term offensive, but when vou pene- 
trate beneath the words to the substance, 
no one can deny that you are getting by 
the assistance of the rates the form of re- | 
ligious education for your children in the | 
schools which satisfies your conscience. 
You are getting what Mr. Gladstone 
called the popular injustice of undenom- | 


inational instruction, and what he called 











speech said that the Government had no 
mandate to stamp on the country one 


'form of religious teaching, and that to 


|attempt to deal with it in this Bill was 
to load the dice. Do not hon. Gentlemen 
think that when one of their number, 
returned to this House to support 
them, describes their policy as a load- 


ing of dice, that there may be ground 
|for saying that it is dictation of 
terms? If we go below the gangway 


| we find the hon. Member for Blackburn 


saying that Nonconformists in their joy 
at having Nonconformity established 
as a State religion are embracing a 
measure which will inflict an outrage 
on the majority of this country. Is 
that right or wrong? If it is true, is it 


| to be suggested that there is no griev- 


ance? If it is well-founded, surely you 
can realise that you are imposing by Act 
of Parliament on the majority of this 
country and fore‘ng them to pay for a 
creed which is not their creed. Surely 
these observations from their own ranks 
might make hon. Members a little more 
tolerant when we attempt to place 
before them the view which is heli 
and 


by the majority of the clergy 
the laity of England. I would ask 
hon. Members in dealing with the 


opposition of the Church of England 
not to dismiss it with the curt state- 
ment that it is merely a matter of the 
bishops’ agitation. I think they realise 
as well as I do that from the moment 
the bishops of the Church of England 
cease to have behind them the laity of 
the Church in the protests they are 
making you may deride their opposi- 
tion. If hon. Gentlemen think that 
in this matter the bishops have not 
the support of the vast majority 


|of the Church of England behind them 


they are likely to have a very rude 
awakening. And when we are told 
that Nonconformists under this Bill 


are securing no special advantage, 


‘I will merely ask some subsequent 
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The right hon. Gentleman who 


behalf of Nonconformists to tell us of} introduced the Bill has not the courage 


one fundamental article of his particular} to impose them himself, 


but he en- 


creed which is excluded to-day from that | courages the local bodies to do it. When 


national system which you are putting | 
I ask him to call attention | 


on the rates. 


I am told that I do not do justice to the 
views of Dissenters when I say that they 


not merely to some point of collateral | have all the religious teaching they want 


teaching, but to some point of doctrine | 
which goes down to the foundation of | 
his belief and is taught in the Sunday 
school of his own providing. 


*Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) : Can the hon. Gentleman tell 
us of any fundamental doctrine of the 
Church of England which is excluded ? 


*Mr. F. E. SMITH: It is obvious that 
I could give the hon. Member half 
a dozen. I need only mention the 
Sacrament. Although the opposition 
of the Church of England in this 
matter is in principle the same as 
the opposition of the Church of Rome 
and of the Jewish Church, if you are going 
to contend that the principle on which 
you won this election does not preclude 
you from making concessions to hon. 
Gentlemen from Ireland or the Jews, 
how are you going to differentiate a 
principle between the Jews, the Roman 
Catholics, and the Church of England ? 
Does the hon. Gentleman wish to 
discriminate at all? He is byno means so 
ready to intervene in the debate now 
as he was a minute ago. If it is 
bis object to introduce such differ- 
entiation between the Jews, Roman 
Catholics and the Church of England, 
what becomes of his principle that under 
no circumstances will he have what have 


been described as religious tests for | 
teachers. The right hon. Gentleman 


who introduced this Bill said that in this 
matter he relied upon the moderation 
and good sense of the local authorities. 
If you are going to give that special 
treatment you are face to face with the 
inexorable necessity which you cannot 
avoid of consenting, and you will have 
imposed those very same inquiries which 
have been described as tests by hon. 
Gentlemen in the country. [‘* No, no.”’] 
If they were not tests perhaps someone 
will expla why they were abused 
on every platform as being _ tests. 
If they were, then you are going to 
reproduce and perpetuate them in this 
Mr. F. E. Sinith. 





from the rates, I reply that this position 
is not one which has ever been put 
forward by the great Parliamentary 
Dissenters in the past. Have hon. Mem- 
bers on the Ministerial side ever read one 
of the most able presentations of the 
Nonconformist case in an _ education 
discussion—I refer to the speech of Mr. 
Miall who said— 

“The Bible is our only Book; no creed, 
catechism, or liturgy is its rival with us.” 
[MinistERIAL Cheers.] I note with 
great satisfaction that approval. If 
the Bible is your only book, then you 
are getting your only book at our 
charge for the purpose of the religious 
education of your children. [* No, no.”} 
Hon. Gentlemen cannot have it both 
ways. They cheer the declaration of 
Mr. Miall and when I retort that they 
are getting at our charge the only Book 
they want for the purposes of religious 
education, it is idle to meet thatstatement 
with clamour. If hon. Members opposite 
are not satisfied with Mr. Miall’s view, 
let me recall a statement made in the 
same debate by one who had at least as 
great a claim to speak with authority, 
Sir William Harcourt. He said— 

“ What is the doctrine of religious equality ? 
If I understand the doctrine it is this: that 
the State in its relation with its citizens is 
absolutely indifferent to all forms of religious 
teaching, and as regards any funds raised 
either directly by the State or indirectly under 
its authority, one form of religious opinion has 
as full a right to share in the appropriation of 
such funds as another.” 

Those were the views of the old Liberal 
party, and we ask to-day whether you 
adhere as a broad declaration of principle 
to the view that so far as the appropria- 
tion of public money is concerned, one 
religious denomination should benefit 
equally with another, that the creed 
which demands special books and 
formule shall be in no worse a position 
so far as public money is concerned than 
the creed which, like your own, is re- 
presented by the Bible without any 
liturgy or catechism. That is the simple 
demand which has received the high 
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authority of Sir William Harcourt. 
When we are told that the position is a_ 
new one, I would ask hon. Members to_ 
recall the decision of 1870 and the com- 
promise which was then entered into by 
all parties. The State was then called 
upon to repair years and decades of 
educational neglect. You had then to 
establish a universal school board rate, 
and you had to rate Roman Catholics 
and Jews, who would rather die illiterate 
than use your schools, and you had to 
rate Anglicans, who rightly or wrongly, 
have raised millions of pounds with the 
intention of avoiding Cowper - Temple 
instruction. Hon. Members opposite 
should remember that the measure of | 
1870 could not have beea carried in face | 
of the opposition of the Church of 
England and the Church of Rome if it 
had not been on the perfectly well under 
stood terms of a permanent compromise 
with both those Churches. If that pro- | 
position is doubted, I would remind hon. 
Members of the words of Mr. Forster, who 
said— 


{9 May 


“Tf the Conservative party had used Party 
tactics to oppose the Bill it never could have 
passed.” 

There you have the fact that the Bill 
introducing a universal school rate would 
never have been passed without the 
support of the Church of England, and the 
consideration you then gave was that 
voluntary schools, whether Catholic, 
Church of England, or Jewish, should be 
permanently incorporated in the educa- 
tional system of the country. This 
is nO mere matter of inference of mine 
from chance words uttered in the 
debate. Let me remind you of what 
Mr. Gladstone said on this very point. 
He said on the Second Reading debate— 

“The machinery of voluntary schools we 
found not only existing in this country but 
overspreading it, and on every ground, but 
particularly on the ground of what is due to 


the promoters of these schools and their 
lenevolent and self-denying labours—” 


That is a higher note than clericalism, 
the common enemy- 


“We adopted as the fundamental prin- | 
ciples of the Bill that we would frankly 
employ voluntary schools, but because we 
cannot do with voluntary schools alone we 
proposed to fall back on the rates and fill up | 
the gap which we saw.” 


When the Leader of your Party and | 
the Minister who introduced your Bill | 


‘the rates have come. 
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in 1870 said to those who had built and 
supported voluntary schools, “If you 
will also consent to a rate, if you will 
assist us to pass this Bill which we 
cannot pass without your support, we 
will only treat the new machinery as a 
means of filling gaps in your system,” 
is it suggested that it is just or honest 
to come to the House of Commons in 
1906 and say to those who represent 
those schools, “ Although those were 
the terms which were made, we will now 
—I will not use the word confiscate — 
appropriate by forms of law the schools 
which we were only going to supplement 
when we extorted from you your assent 
in 1870?” Between 1870 and 1902 
£23,000,000 were raised by those who sup- 
ported voluntary schools for the purposes 
of their maintenance. I give the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell all the 


' credit he is entitled to for the industrious 


energy with which he has shown that 


'some of this money was subscribed by 


railway companies. Making all allow- 
ances for that, it is sufficient for my 
proposition that in those thirty-two years 
millions of pounds have been subse ibed 
by these who feel that denominational 
teaching is in the interests of the children. 
I think it was an Under-Secretary who 
said a week or two ago in this House in 
another connection that wrongs may be 
forgiven, but anything in the nature of a 
trick or chicane will always rankle. I 
say for those who were induced to con- 
sent to that settlement in 1870 that 
you are not entitled to say they were 
induced to give that consent, without 
which you could not have passed your 
Bill, without something in the nature of 
a trick or chicane. 


It is suggested now, on grounds which 
I have never been able to understand, 
that in 1906 a new principle came 
into play. I would like to ask hon. 
Gentleman opposite what single circum- 
stance existed in the year 1906, so far as 
the position of voluntary schools is 


| coneerned which did not exist in the 


year 1870, when the compromise was 
made? [Mrnisterrat cries of “ Rates.’’| 
Hon. Gentlemen tell me that since 1870 
Let me ask them 
to think for a single moment what is 
involved in that contention. Let me 
ask how high you can put the conscien- 
tious objection which depends on the 
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rate. No one can put it higher than 
this, that you must not impose a public 
burden on a man in order to make him 
pay for a religion which affronts his con- 
science. Will any hon. Member say it 
matters whether the public burden is 
collected by the municipal or the national 
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tax collector? The grievance, if 
there be one, is the same in 
both cases. I contend that the 


ground of principle was conceded once 
and for all in 1834, when the State 
granted £20,000 to the voluntary socie- 
ties, and it was again conceded in 1839 
when £30,000 was substituted as the 
amount of the grant. I say to those hon. 
Gentlemen who tell us in 1906 that their 
consciences are affronted, that their 
predecessors in the Nonconformist world 
were not men who objected less than 
they do to pay for religious education 
which was not theirs, but they did not 
seek for the tolerance of the auctioneer 
or jostle into a well-advertised promin- 
ence at the police court. Were they less 
righteous than hon. Gentlemen, or 
were they merely less intolerant? If 
the position is put before me as one 
hon. and learned Gentleman put it, as 
being a distinction in the nature of 
a rate, if it is going to be seriously 
contested that it matters whether it 
is a tax or a rate, I would ask 
him whether he has ever considered 
the circumstances under which we are 
rated for religious instruction in the 
workhouse ?_ I do not know whether he 
is aware that to-day in the workhouse, 
denominational religious education is 
being given at his and my charge. It 
appears that in the effort to understand 
this conscience, with which we are told 
we must not jest, we must draw a dis- 
tinction which goes even deeper. We 
must not draw merely the distinction 
between a rate and a tax. It appears 
that sometimes you may pay a reste in 
support of denominational education 
without affronting your conscience, but 
you may withhold the rate, and pray in 
aid of your conscience to violate the law, 
if by doing so you can _ injure 
the Church of Rome or the Church of 
England, or the Unionist Party. Sir, 
though we may not jest with these 
consciences we may perhaps point out 
that they jest with themselves. 
I have only to add that when 


Mr. F. E. Smith. 
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we are told that the rea) remedy for 
one at least of the grievances which have 
been felt in the past is that children 
shall not be compelled to go to school 
during the hour in which religious in- 
struction is given, then I would remind 
hon. Gentlemen of a sentence in which 
that suggestion was once and for all 
dismissed by Sir William Harcourt, who 
said— 

“You tell us on the one hand that religion 
is the basis of all education, and we accept 
that statement and establish religious schools, 
You say it is the greatest, the most important 
part of education, and then you give effect to 
your declaration by telling the children when 
they come to school, you must not fail to attend 
to reading, writing, arithmetic and geography, 
but there is one subject you should entirely 
neglect, if you plegse. When religious instruc- 
tion is about to imparted, if you object to 
the teaching, you should go out and play at 
marbles in the gutter.” 

The President of the Board of Trade said 
that simple Bible teaching alone stands 
between the country and secular educa- 
tion. What is the value of this barrier 
so long as you allow any child who would 
rather play in. the playground to avoid 
religious instruction to do so. I would 
ask the House to consider the advice 
given by the President of the Board of 
Trade in 1903 to the Welsh Councils 
in an interview given to the rep e- 
sentative of the Manchester Guardian— 

‘‘Let all the children go out for a few 
moments and then let those who awed the 
catechism to play return to the religious in- 
struction, while their ig nr pi are free to 
continue their play. He had no doubt that 
the children would have such a regard for the 
apostolic succession as would draw them back 
to the school while the wicked went away 
bird-nesting.” 

If that is the spirit in which you are 
going to work, the less you talk about 
the value of the barrier against secu- 
larism which you are erecting by this 
Bill and the sacrifices you are thereby 
making the better it will be for your re- 
putation for sincerity. 


It has been pointed out that the expro- 
priation clauses of this Bill are among the 
most objectionable. Here again the 
President of the Board of Trade said— 

‘In the main the expense of building these 
schools fell upon Churchmen. For my own 
part, I would no more rob the Church of 
p'operty that is legitimately hers than I would 
rob my own little chapel of its property.” 


I have not heard that the triumvirate 
is going to deal with the little chapel, 
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but if tt were, perhaps the right hon. | maintaining the voluntary schools should 
Gentleman would have a little more| be provided by voluntary subscriptions. 
regard for the feelings of those whose | In 1902 that essential part of the com- 
property is going to be placed in the| promise was withdrawn by the action of 
hands of that triumvirate. The Gov- | the Government of that day, and the very 
ernment have proposed to offer a partial | basis of the arrangement of 1870 has 
bribe to one section, and they have! ceased to exist. I did not object to the 
undergone the unspeakable humiliation | decision of 1902 to equip financially all 
of seeing that bribe despised by those | schools to the same extent and from the 
to whom it is offered. [Laughter.] If| same sources, and to transfer the main- 
those who laugh think that the four-| tenance of the voluntary schools to the 
fifths clause is going to be accepted in| local authority. But I pointed out then 
its present form, I venture to say they |—as others did—that before very long 
will be rudely undeceived by speakers that change in the compromise of 1870 
who will follow below the gangway.| would bring about the complete transfer 
Let me close with another quotation | of voluntary schools to public control. 
from Sir William Harcourt— | The Government has been returned by a 
“What becomes of the minority? They are | huge majority to bring that about, and I 
offered religious education which does not suit | believe the means by which they propose 
them. It must not be said that they can get | to brine it about are fair and wise. I 
secular education. I presume that the minority | 3 
require religious instruction as well as the | nOte that throughout the debate there 
majority and you offer them a form of educa- | has been no opposition brought forward 
tion paid for out of the rates that they cannot | totheremoval from the hands of the clergy- 
Mi seh that is political justice or} an and his three fellow foundation 
: | managers of the power of managing the 
I say, speaking for the rank and file of | voluntary schools. That. point of the 
the Party to which I belong, that we shall | pi} appears to be generally conceded. 
offer to this Bill, at every stage, @/ You must have popular control. The 
sustained resistance both in principle and | next leading principle of the measure is 
in detail. We shall address, so far as we | that teachers who are public servants 
can, a larger, audience than that we are | renumerated by public money shall not 
addressing within these walls, and we he subjected to any denominational 
shall look forward to an ampler division tests. At present, ‘a Nonconformist 
lobby than that which is about to register teacher does not apply for the head 
your fleeting triumph. 'teachership of a non-provided Church of 
England school because he knows that, 
*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): I) no matter how well qualified he may be 
am sure that the House listened with | in other respects, he will not be appointed. 
admiration to the speech of the hon. | Similarly a Protestant teacher never 
Member for the Waiton Division of | applies for an appointment in a Roman 
Liverpool—a speech of great brilliancy, | Catholic school. The Bill, however, says 
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and cogency, expressed with remark- | 
able modesty, which is quite proper 
in a new Member, and dealing with 
affairs of the past as though he were 
an old Member of thirty-five years 
ago. We must object, however, to be 
tied down to the plans, the ideals, or 
even the expedients of thirty-five vears 
ago. I would remind the hon. Member 
that much water has run under West- 
minster Bridge since then. Compromises 
and arrangements which were made then 
and which then were practicable and fa r 
have ceased to be practicable and fair 
how. One essential part of the arrange- 


| that the local authority shall not in future 
| inquire into the religious faith of teachers 
|in making appointments; and that 
| teachers may claim the benefit of a 
| conscience clause in regard to the giving 
| of religious instruction. I believe that 
‘in future Protestant teachers will not 
| apply for appointments in schools which 
‘under the four-fifths provision are dis- 
| tinctively Roman Catholic, and every 
| applicant for employment in a Catholic 
/ school will be a Catholic. The fears of 
Catholics that Protestant teachers will 
be foisted on Roman Catholic schools 
|are groundless. In the same way, I 





ment made in 1870 was that a good share | believe that no teacher will apply for an 
—a considerable share—of the cost of | appointment in an Anglican school unless 
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he be a member of that communion. 
That is how it will work out in practice, 
although by the Bill all teachers are 
theoretically and practically freed from all 
denominational tests and placed on the 
same footing. In the third place, the 
Government has been instructed by the 
majority of the country to prevent as far 
as possible the compulsory teaching at 
the public expense of denominational 
religion to children whose parents do not 
wish them to receive it. In the past it 
was the case that the children of Noncon- 
formist parents sometimes attended An- 
glican schools and that Protestant children 
attended Catholic schools. The Govern- 
ment propose that in all these schools the 
teaching of religion shall not be com- 
pulsory upon the local authority, and that 
no child shall be compelled to receive 
religious instruction where it is given. 
On two days in the week volunteer 
teachers of the same denomination as the 
children may come in and give dogmatic 
teaching. At present, not one-fifth of the 
time of the children is spent on religious 


teaching in the Anglican schools. I; 


understand from the hon. Member for 
the Walton Division that there should 
be a right to give instruction in the 
Catechism. They will have that right by 
the Bill through the clergyman or curate 
or amateur teacher on two days per week. 
I understood the hon. Member to say that 
the children might withdraw from that 
instruction, and he blamed the President 
of the Board of Trade because that right 
hon. Gentleman had said that the children 
might remain in the playground during 
the hour of religious teaching. Does 
the hon. Gentleman not see that if a 
parent wants to have religions teaching 
given to his child he will see to it that it is 
given; but what right have we, or the 
local authorities, or the school managers 
to compel a child to attend religious in- 
struction which his parent does not re- 
quire for him? There is a great amount 
of nonsense talked about religious atmos- 
phere, and about the parental demand for 
dogmatic teaching. Iam bound however 
to recognise that that exists among 
Roman Catholics,:and teachers tell me that 
Roman Catholic parents e earnestly desire 
that their children should receive in 
Roman Catholic schools instruction in the 
Roman Catholic faith. If that is the 
case in schools where four-fifths of the 


Mr. Yozall. 
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parents are Roman Catholics that in- 
struction can be given. That is to say, 
the teachers in such a school would be 
Roman Catholics, for no Protestant 
teacher would apply for an appoint- 
ment in a Roman Catholic school, 

and even if he did, no local authority 
would appoint him. With the four-fifths 
majority the scheme of the Bill is per- 
fectly fair. In the one school area children 
are to have on three days in the week 
undenominational teaching, and on 
two days in the week there will be 
denominational teaching, so that in that 
way religious instruction in the district 
is safe-guarded. In urban areas, that is 
in places with a population of 5,000 and 
over, speaking from practical experience, 
I firmly believe that in the working out of 
Clause 4 by the four-fifths majority, 
parents will get all that they desire either 
as Roman Catholics or Jews. My right 
hon. friend the Minister for Education has 
been told hundreds of times during this 
debate that this is not to be a final settle- 
ment ; that this Bill is not the olive branch 
of peace. I do not suppose that he ever 
expected that it would be. In the long, 
slow, painful process of the evolution of a 
national system of education from a 
system of clerical control, many proposals 
have been made, many schemes of deve- 
lopment have been passed, and some of 
them have proved abortive. As the Act 
of 1902 was the parent of the present Bill, 
so this Bill will be the father to its suc- 
cessor. Principles on either side have to 
be considered, both by the Anglican and 
Catholic Party, and by the Free Churches, 
who have stood up in the past for freedom 
of judgment. Concessions have to be 
made in order to effect a working arrange- 
ment, and I submit that this Bill does that. 
It is a singularly clever and workable Bill. 
I would warn my right hon. friend 
opposite that in the Bill there is a certain 
balance of concession, and a certain equili- 

brium of justice to all parties, which must 
not be lightly disturbed. He must not 
lean too much to one side or the other. 
What will be the safeguard of this Bill in 
thecountry ? What is now the governing 
influence to prevent the extension of 


the agitation against the Bill by 
Anglican ecclesiastics ¢ Hon. Members 
know that behind that agitation 
and outery there is no real backing 


from the laity. [Opposrrion cries of 
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“Oh, oh!”] And why? It is_ be- 


cause the laity are never too anxious 
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for definite dogmatic teaching, and are | 


not prepared to sacrifice the training 
of their children for this life to pre- 
paration for the next under clerical 
management. I listened with interest 
to the most eloquent and pathetic 
speeches from the Members for Ireland. 
I would like to contrast these speeches 
with the speeches of the official Opposition, 
In tone, spirit, knowledge, fairness in 
controversy, the Irish speeches were all 
that could be desired, and I would 
assure the hon. Members that on this 
side of the House we are willing to go a 
long way, as far as may be, with them, 
but I maintain that it will not be possible 
to claim for ever a continuance of the 
clerical system. We on this side of the 
House cannot at the present moment 


present an unbending front, we may) 


make concessions with safeguards ; 
I believe that this Bill will make for the 
progress of education throughout the 
land. There are two points I wish to 
press on the Minister for Education. 
There are Roman Catholic and Anglican 
teachers who would like to impart the 
religious instruction in their schools. 


but | 


My right hon. friend says that no teacher | 
should be compelled to become a re- | 


ligious teacher, but it might be 
provided that there should be full 
liberty to do so so long as the “ volunteer” 
was not compelled 
“pressed man.” 
non-provided schools the Minister for 
Education has made arrangements in 
the Bill to the effect that a teacher 
shall not suffer by the transfer ; but he has 
not inserted in the Bill anything in the way 
of compensation to a teacher who is dis- 
placed because the trustees and the Local 
Authority cannot agree to continue the 
school. I hope the right hon, Gentleman 
will find means of dealing with that 
question. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN (Cork) : 
Iam very far from desiring to depart from 
the tone of good temper and modera- 
tion which has prevailed generally 
during this debate, and of which I think 
we have had a very admirable example 
in the speech to which we have just 
listened. It is a good omen for the 


ultimate shaping of this Bill that hon. | 


and became a) 
Again, in the case of | 
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Members opposite have been fair-minded 
enough to recognise, that if Irish Mem- 
bers have felt it to be a duty to intervene, 
and to intervene actively in this debate, 
it is because we in a very special manner 
are the representatives, and with very 
few exceptions, the direct representatives 
in this House, of Catholics in England, 
nine-tenths of whom are of our own 
blood and kin. They have never de- 
serted us in the hour of necessity for 
Ireland and it would be a base desertion 
indeed if we deserted them in regard to a 
Bill which has alarmed them in regard 
to their consciences, more actuely than 
any other Bill which has been brought 
forward during the last thirty years. 
The point of conflict, or of anything like 
irreconcilable conflict between us as 
representing the Catholics and the Gov- 
ernment, is really rather circumscribed. 
From all the speeches that I have listened 
to from the other side of the House, I 
believe that there is not a man on the 
opposite benches who really desires to 
force Protestant teachers, or Protestant 
teaching, upon the Catholic schools. I 
was very glad to hear the declaration 
made upon that subject by the hon 
Gentleman who has just sat down, and 
that is the very essenc> of the matter 
which threatened a division among the 
forces in this House and between us 
and those who in regard to other matters 
we may be in sympathy. If the assur- 
ances of the hon. Gentleman opposite 
can only be worked out legally and in a 
way which will protect the Catholies of 
England against caprice or mere ebul- 
litions of local fanaticism, I do not think 
it would be bevond the power of fair 
minded and far sighted statesmanship to 
find a solution which would pave the way 
to the settlement of other points which 
are in difference. The Minister who is in 
charge of this Bill has displayed a spirit 
and a disposition to recognise frankly 
the altogether exceptional necessities of 
the case in reference to Catholic and 
Jewish schools, and in such a way as 
really not to leave very much to be 
desired on our part, unless it is that his 
words and intentions should be embodied 
in the Act itself. As to the right hon. 
Gentleman himself, I do not think any 
one of us have any difficulty in believing 
in and recognising his perfect sincerity, 
but unfortunately it is not his words, but 


and Ih ‘ales) hill. 
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those contained in the Bill which govern 
this matter. It is the legal powers given 
to the local authorities to deal with the 
parents of over 250,000 Catholic children 
that we have to look to, and we have had 
some wonderful experiences in Ireland, 
during the working of the Land Purchase 
Act, of how often even the most flattering 
promises and the most generous intentions 
of a Minister in this House can be be- 
devilled by the bodies, who after all, will 
have devolved upon them, the carrying 
out of the intentions of Parliament. 
The hon. Member for Bath made an 
appeal to us to trust the English demo- 
cracy as they were willing to trust us. I 
quite agree. I am a sufficient believer in 
popular institutions when controlled by a 
large public opinion to believe that the 
local authorities in general will accept in 
& generous and magnanimous _ spirit 
the provisions to be applied to Catholic 
and Jewish schools, as distinguished 
from those which are to be applied to the 
different sections of the great Protestant 
body who are united in the belief that the 
Bible is the sole depository of dogmatic 
teaching. I quite agree in that. But it 
is the minority of cases that we have to 
guard against, where these local author- 
ities, under the chances of an election, 
may fall under the domination of some 
noisy and intolerant local clique in some 
rural parish, where there would be no 
opportunity of arguing with them, and 
no public opinion to set them right. I 
venture to say that this Bill does not 
provide a shadow of a safeguard for the 
Catholics of England if once they were to 
surrender their rights in their schools. 
The right hon. Gentleman himself alluded 
to the pig-headed and obstinate forces 
which at any time in any civilised country 
may break out, and he freely confessed 
that these local authorities were not the 
easiest to handle. If they are not easily 
handled by a powerful Minister with all 
the power of the Education Department 
at his back, how does he suppose that 
they are going to be handled by the 
members of a very small and perhaps 
despised Catholic minority in a backward 
district in England, where it may come 
within the power of any single headstrong 
bore or bigot who wishes to overrule it ? 
It seems that the right hon. Gentleman 
himself has a secret intuition that not 
merely abstract utterances but definite 


Mr. William O’Brien, 


Education (England. 
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provisions are necessary if this Bill is 
to succeed in quieting the consciences 
of large masses of the people whose 
children attend these schools. It is clear 
that the utterances of the right hon. 
Gentleman are not intended to be merely 
platonic, and I do not think any one in 
this House will suspect the right hon. 
Gentleman of duplicity, but why not say 
in the Bill the way in which these schools 
are intended to be worked? The right 
hon. Gentleman tells us that he shrinks 
from applying coercive measures against 
these bodies ; but, really, are they so sacro- 
sanct that they cannot be dealt with? 
For what does the Local Government 
Board and the Education Department 
exist if they are not able to restrain 
these local bodies from a larger and 
broader point of view? This Bill, how- 
ever, does not provide an appeal of any 
sort from the decision of these narrow 
tribunals in the matter of all others— 
that is to say, local sectarian prejudice— 
where they stand most in need of some 
appeal. You find it necessary to con- 
stitute a Court of Appeal against the 
highest and best trained judicial intellects 
in the country, and yet a poor Catholic 
minority in some backward district in 
England has no appeal of any sort against 
an act of oppression which may be in- 
flicted upon it, by narrow-minded paro- 
chial bodies, in direct contravention of 
the spirit professed, and I have no doubt 
sincerely entertained, by the Minister in 
charge of this Bill. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman, in his speech to the Jewish 
deputation, stated that it was his intention 
that the schools should be carried on 
just as they are carried on now, and 
that it was his intention that the schools 
and teachers should remain as they are. 
Why not give it incontrovertible legal 
efficacy by translating his words into 
a few plain sentences in the Bill itself ? 
So far as I know there is no objection to 
the principle of public control as to every- 
thing relating to the material efficiency 
of the schools. We welcome every test 
of efficiency that can satisfy the rate- 
payers that they are getting sound value 
in the way of secular education for their 
money. But no man of enlightenment 
will contend that popular control has 
any business to interfere between a man’s 
conscience and his God. Popular control 
would destroy the right of the parent to 
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transmit to his children the possession 
which he values more than any other, 
and which he would not part with for any 
consideration on earth. We must not 
have other creeds forced on us in the 
Catholic schools. The Nonconformists 
of England themselves have exactly the 
same traditions of suffering for their 
belief, and they have shown the same 
consistency in adhering to their belief. 


We admire them and respect them for it. | 
The hon. Member for Louth, I think, last | 


night reminded us—he need not have done 
so, for we are not in the least danger of 
forgetting it—of all that Ireland in the 
days of O’Connell owed in its splendid 
struggle for civil and religious liberty to 
the Free Churches of this country. I 
hope the hon. Member and his friends also 
have not forgotten either that in the 
days of O’Connell the representatives of 


Ireland did something to repay their | 


debt in days when the Dissenters of 
England were struggling to get rid of 
shackles, which to some extent reduced 


them to something like the position of | 
And the hon. Member | 
will scarcely deny that even in our own | 


an inferior race. 


day the representatives of Ireland, by 
their votes, have had some share in 
bringing about those great social reforms 
which are the ornaments of Nonconfor- 
mist history. It would be with anything 


but a light heart that I should see the | 


temporary severance in any working of 
these forces which have so many common 
interests and ideals. It would be all the 
more lamentable because our quarrel is 
with the words of this Bill rather than the 
intentions of the right hon. Gentleman. 
We are claiming absolutely nothing 
which is not of the essence of religious 
liberty, namely, that the religious in- 
struction which this Bill concedes ought 
to accompany secular instruction shall 
be religious instruction conformable to 
our own faith and not the teaching of 
other faiths, however good and sacred 
they may be. Without going into the 
data of Catholicism and Protestantism, 
all the world knows that the difference 
between our belief and that of the differ- 
ent Protestant communions of England 
is that theirs is a belief which believes 
in the Bible as the sole source and founda- 
tion of dogmatic belief, whilst in the 
other case its interpretation is not left 
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, to be a matter of common judgment, 
and the Bible does not stand alone as the 
sanction for our faith. It is not with 
any desire to introduce the odium 
theoligicum into this debate that I 
mention that fact, but to remind the 
| House that while Biblical teaching 
/may and ought to form the common 
ground of the Protestant communions, 
and therefore must be the logical basis 
of religious teaching in the Protestant 
schools, that teaching would be antago- 
nistic to the principle which is the very 
foundation of our faith. It is the 
principal barrier, the insurmountable 
barrier, between us, and upon this there 
can be no possible compromise. The right 
hon. Gentleman recognised that when he 
stated that theschoolsshould be conducted 
in the future as in the past and that it 
| was the statutory obligation of the local 
authority to carry that out. I think it 
would be ten thousand pities, when we 
have come so very near a common stand- 
point, for the sake of the larger interests 
of this Bill, and the great work that 
is before this Parliament, if some 
effort were not made to put down in 
black and white a legal recognition 
of what in the abstract is now recog- 
nised as the just claims of the Catholics 
|of Ireland. It would be not candid, 
| and worse than idle, for me not to insist 
on that particular point, that the 
'teaching in every Catholic school shall 
| continue to be Catholic and shall not be 
of any other faith. On that point the 
whole Catholic body of England and 
Ireland is as absolutely and unchange- 
ably united as it is possible for a million 
of men to be. They have not for cen- 
turies faced disabilities and suffering, 
they have not made incredible sacrifices 
out of their poverty and nakedness, to 
build up these schools in England in 
order to hand over the fruits of their 
struggles in the shape of these schools to 
persons other than of their own faith. 
And I say in conclusion that the more the 
Catholic claims and attitude are examined 
by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Minister for Education the more in- 
evitably he will recognise that in the 
firm and temperate attitude the 
Catholics have taken up they are making 
a stand for conscience’ sake to which every 


generous friend of liberty, than whom 
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there is no greater than the right hon. | 
Gentleman himself, will honour and do 
justice. 

Motion made, and Question, “ That 
the debate be now adjourned ’—(Mr. | 
John Redmond)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


PUBLIC EXPENDITURE. 

*Mr. VIVIAN (Birkenhead) said he | 
desired to call attention to public ex- 
penditure and to move, ‘ That this 
House is of opinion that the growth of 
expenditure on armaments is excessive 
and ought to be reduced; such ex- | 
penditure lessens national and com- | 
mercial credit, intensifies the unem- | 
ployed problem, reduces the resources 
available for social reform, and presses 
with exceptional severity on the in- | 
dustrial classes; and it therefore calls | 
upon the Government to take drastic 
steps to reduce the drain on national 
income, and to this end to press for the | 
inclusion of the question of the reduction 
of armaments by international agree- 
ment in the agenda of the forthcoming 
Hague Conference.” It seemed to some of 
his hon. friends a proper time to press 
the consideration of this question upon 
the attention of the House. The Resolu- 
tion was brought forward in no spirit | 
of antagonism to the Government ; 
indeed, quite the reverse. They felt 
confident that they had in connection 
with this Resolution the hearty sympathy 
and support of His Majesty’s Govern- | 
ment. This was a new Parliament 
returned after a great campaign in 
which the importance of a reduction 


in non-productive expenditure was one | 
They realised that the 


of the issues, 
Government had only been a_ short 
time in office, and that it would have 
been very difficult for the Government 
to remodel the Estimates which they 
inherited from their predecessors, but 
during the next twelve months both 
the House and the country would expect 
the Government to do something in the 
direction of a reduction of expenditure in 


order to carry out the pledges of the | 
Party, and it was partly with a view 


to strengthenmg the hands of the 
Mr, Wilham O Brien. 
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Government on this question that he 
pressed the Resolution on the attention 
of the House. It must be obvious that a 
declaration by an overwhelming majority 
of the House was of value as a moral 
support to the Government in their task 
He also ventured to 
say it would have great effect on the other 


| Parliaments of the world in considering 
' the 


question of bloated armaments. 
Practically the Liberal Party had not 


| been in power for twenty years, but they 


now had an enormous majority behind 
them, and he believed he spoke for the 
majority of the Party in this House when 
he said it was expected that as soon as 
possible they would reorganise — the 
spending departments of this country 
on lines that would keep up the great 
traditions of the Party. Few Members 
believed that the abolition of armaments 
was practicable, but they believed it 
possible greatly to limit this expenditure. 
The Resolution incidentally mentioned 
the importance of the question from the 
standpoint of the burden on industry. 
Unless some step could be taken to re- 
duce expenditure substantially a demand 
would be made that the burden should 
be apportioned in a different way from 
that in which it was at present propor- 
tioned. The burden fell too heavily 
upon the great mass of the badly paid 
and those who had an insufficiency of this 
world’s goods. Those, therefore, who 
believed it was essential to keep up the 
present expenditure on armaments woul 
have to face the alternative of shifting 
the burden from the industrious to the 
idle. Roughly speaking, we were spend- 
ing 100 millions a year in preparation for 
coming wars or in interest on the capital 
cost of past wars. Such a sum seemed 
discreditable to a so-called Christian 
nation. The sum mentioned, if capital- 
ised, represented little short of 2,500 
millions of money. But the most re- 
markable figure in connection with this 
matter was the enormous increase during 
the last ten years. Including loans for 
naval and military works, we had added 
during the last ten years about forty 
millions a year to our expenditure. He 
was glad to hear from the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer the other day that 
these loans were to be stopped, for the 
expenditure should at least come out of 


revenue so that the country should not 
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Public 


by £40,000,000 was  £1,000,000,000. 
Was it realised that in ten years those 
responsible for the finances of this 
country ‘had for all practical purposes 
more than doubled the National Debt ? 
Our burdens would have been no greater 
if £1,000,000,000 had been borrowed, 
and we were paying an interest of 
£40,000,000 a year on it. Those who 
were connected with business had 
known during the last few years what 
effect this enormous expenditure had 
had in depreciating our credit. Further, 
it had deprived the country of funds 
which could have been otherwise used 
to carry out social reforms. The 
guarantee of £40,000,000 a year would 
represent the housing of 4,000,000 people 
at £250 a house. He merely mentioned 
that to indicate the enormous bearing 
this subject had upon social and economic 
reform. But they could not have it both 
ways. If they went on in the present 
lavish way with regard to armaments, 
the money could not be available for 
building up the happiness and prosperity 
of the people of this country. He 
would cite one or two facts to show 
the close relationship between expendi- 
ture and the condition of the people 
of this country. The statistics of crime 
aud pauperism followed the lowered 
credit of the country which sprang from 
wasteful expenditure. During the period 
in which our credit had been going down 
as a result of this excessive expenditure, 
pauperism had increased by 10 per 
cent. Beggars had increased by 30 
per cent. What to him was of even 
greater moment was the fact that whereas 
before this crisis in our financial position 
our people were able to increase their 
savings at the rate of more than 
£9,000,000 a year, since our credit had 
been depreciated the increase had 
dropped to £3,000,000 a year. Whatever 
was the condition of the people, one 
would have to admit that if this ex- 


penditure were needed for the defence | 
of our country and homes, it would | 


have to be borne, but those who de- 


manded a reduction of the expenditure | 


contended that the increased expenditure 
had not been accompanied by increased 
efficiency. The cost of the Army was 
now nearly double what it was in 1894, 
and he asked, had that increase been 
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|accompanied by double the increase in 


the strength of the fighting force. They 
had poured out money too lavishly to 
this Government Department, and they 
had not had that check upon extrava- 
gance which ought to have been exer- 


cised. He could give the evidence of 
expert after expert showing the 


inefficiency of our fighting forces. It 
was the duty of this House to see that 
public expenditure was properly checked. 
Recently in the Far East a new power had 
come into being, and fortunately this 
country was on the best terms with it. 
He was also pleased to note that we 
were on the most cordial terms of friend- 
ship with France. The race with regard 
to armaments which had been going on 
between this country and France for 
a good many years could now, to a large 
as unnecessary. 
There was no need for them to continue 
to keep up that keen competition with 
regard to the relative strength of ar- 
maments that used to exist before the 
conditions changed. With regard to 
Russia, her Navy was practically no 
more. He submitted that these were 
facts that should cause them to consider 
expenditure in this direction with a view 
to pulling up the credit of the country. 
They should nurse their commercial 
strength in order that they might be able 
to command the sinews of war for any 
struggle in which they might be engaged. 
This was not the time to be wasting our 
resources. He submitted to those of a 
warlike tendency that this Resolution was 
one which should commend itself to them. 
Then there was a question of a limit 
in this race. We had increased our 
expenditure by £40,000,000 during the 
last ten years. What guarantee was 
there that there would not be another 
£40,000,000 increase in the next ten years ? 
Were we to continue in this mad race 
without any attempt to check it. He 
thought there was want of strength and 
character in the demand that we should 
always have sufficient fighting strength 
to overwhelm everyone else. The House 
must have more confidence in the fieople 
to rise to the occasion, should an emer- 
gency arise. He had confidence in those 
who lived in the British Empire to meet 
any such emergency. The object of the 
fighting force of this country should 
be a defensive and not an aggressive 
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one. If we were going blustering all 
over the world in connection with an 
expansive policy, then there would 
be no limit to the expenditure that 
would be required to satisfy the de- 
mands of experts. If we confined 
ourselves to the defence of territories 
which we had already acquired, then 
there would be no need for the immense 
annual burdens which were now being 
placed upon the country. He ven- 
tured to suggest with regard to the 
power of defence that there were two 
things which were occasionally over- 
looked in connection with preparation 
for war. One of them was the power 
to borrow £500,000,000 quickly and 
cheaply, and in his opinion that was 
worth an Army corps. If the country 
continued to waste its resources and keep 
its credit down, the difficulties of 
meeting an emergency would be en- 
hanced by the policy which it was 
now pursuing. Ifonly to get the credit of 
the country up, the House ought to take 
the course suggested by the Resolution. 
Then there was something in having a 
contented population. Speaking from 
the artisan’s point of view, he might say 
they had no intention of encouraging or 
even permitting, if they could stop it, 
the continuance of the race in which 
this country had been engaged in regard 
to armaments. He realised that these 
burdens must fall upon those who 
worked for daily wages. As the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had said, it 
was practically impossible absolutely to 
arrange the finances of the country in 
watertight compartments. Any waste- 
ful expenditure must fall with bad 
effect upon those engaged in daily toil. 
If it were put upon the income-tax 
payer he might go short of some little 
luxury, but it would be found that he 
would curtail the employment of some 
kind of labour. They could frequently 
connect large dismissals in trade with 
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the increase in public expenditure, 
notwithstanding the fact that that 


expenditure might be coming directly 
out of the pockets of the class that 
might not be described as the working- 
class. Indirectly, however, it found its 
way down to the pockets of the poor, 
and in the long run any extra- 
vagant expenditure fell on the great mass 
of the working classes of this country. 


Mr. Vivian, 
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If this expenditure was to be maintained 
they would have to demand that the 
burden should be placed in some direct 
way upon the gambler and the speculator. 
The people had stood too long the present 
method of taxation, and he hoped the 
Government would so arrange taxation 
that it would fall upon those who got 
rich while they slept and not upon those 


who got poor while they worked. That 
was the line he and his friends 
intended to follow up. It was un- 


reasonable to expect that the great 
mass of the working people were 
going to tolerate the burdens that had 
been imposed upon them without some 
protest. With regard to the Hague 
Conference, he learned with regret that the 
Czar had left out in his notice the ques- 
tion of the reduction of armaments, 
although at the first Conference that 
question was considered. He hoped at 
that Conference that the representatives 
of the British Government would be 
instructed to press for the inclusion, 
amongst the subjects discussed at the 
Conference, of the question of the 
reduction of the armaments — by 
international agreement. Some years 
ago Lord Goschen expressed his  will- 
ingness to consder that question, 
and perhaps he would be permitted 
to read his Lordship’s words. Lord 
Goschen said— 

“JT have now to state on behalf of His 
Majesty’s Government that similarly if the 
other great European powers should be prepared 
to diminish their programme of shipbuilding 
we should be prepared on our side to meet such 
a procedure by modifying ours. The ditficul- 
ties of adjustment are no doubt immense. 
Our desire that the Conference should succeed 
in reducing the tremendous burdens which now 
weigh down all European nations is sincere, 
and if Europe comes to no agreement, and if 
the hopes entertained by the Czar should not 
be realised the programme I have submitted 
to the House must stand.” 

All that was asked on this particular point 
was that the House of Commons should 
renew that appeal, as it were, to the other 
nations of Europe, and to express here 
and now their willingness to discuss 
the possibility of a reduction of 
armaments by international agreement. 
He hoped that a representative of the 
Government would be able to tell the 
House that they viewed this proposal 
sympathetically, and that they were 
prepared to accede to the recommenda- 
tion in the Resolution, In connection 
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with the expenditure for warlike purposes 
there was a tendency for vested interests 
to perpetuate their existence. An in- 
creased expenditure of about £40,000,000 
a year brought within the zone of vested 
interests a vast number of human beings, 
and if hon. Members thought of that for 
a moment they would see how dangerous 
it was to continue along that line. He 
viewed with alarm the enormous exten- 
sion of our arsenals and our yards of a 
Royal character. After the necessity for 
them had ceased they had officialdom 
and other interests all determined to 
perpetuate themselves at the expense 
of the industries of the country. 
It was the duty of the House to see 


that they did not intensify that 
evil—that they did not create more 
than was absolutely necessary. He 
was glad to note the other day that 


Lord Tweedmouth referred to the value, 
in the case of a crisis, of the private yards, 
and of private methods of producing the 
things which were required. It was 
practically impossible,except at an into'er- 
able expense to the people of this country, 
to keep up the Royal yards and methods 
of production which would give us in 
time of war, or in time of danger, all that 
we required. If that was attempted, a 
burden would be created in time of peace 
which the people would not tolerate. 
What was the result of a policy of that 
sort‘ Fits of economy were followed by 
fits of expenditure, and nothing was worse 
for efficiency than that method of going 
on. He urged, therefore, that a watchful 
eye should be kept on the growth of the 
permanent non-productive expenditure. 
The political influence 
by £40,000,000 was enormous, 
it had its effect on the House. When 
speaking of the enormous 
in expenditure during the past ten years, 
he should like to say that it took over a 
century of wars and preparation for wars 
to get our expenditure up to between 


£36,000,000 to £37,000,000 annually on | that many other nations had not got. 


During that period, which | We ought, therefore, to be prepared to 
embraced the time of Napoleon, England 
had been engaged in some of its greatest | 


conflicts from which she had emerged | 


armaments. 


with some amount of honour and 
glory—certainly rather more than she 
got in her latest struggle—vet in 
the last ten years we had run the 
expenditure on armaments 
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| have 


increase | 
| war, 


up to. 
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£76,000,000, or more than double. 
The explantaion of the increase 


was that those responsible did not 
exercise sufficient check on the experts 
who recommended the expenditure. 
He was always willing to consult ex- 
perts on technical details, but it was 
for this House to say how much in the 
aggregate it was prepared to spend on 
matters relating to the defence of the 
Empire, after consultation, of course, 
with the responsible Ministers of the 
Crown. He denied that it was wise to 
allow generals, captains, and other 
officers to decide how much should be 
spent in these directions. He believed 
the present Government were prepared 
to stand boldly out for economy. Par- 
liament would not deny them the money 
required for securing efficiency. He 
and his friends were as anxious to 
defend the interests of the Empire as 
those who were in favour of this lavish 
expenditure, but they said that efficiency 
was not necessarily obtained by wasteful 
expenditure which threw an enormous 
burden on the taxpayers. The Resolu- 
tion did not call upon the House to de 
anything of a revolutionary character. 
Most hon. Members were pledged to 
economy when they were returned to 
the House. He saw no reason why 
hon. Members in all parts of the House 
should hesitate to support the Govern- 
ment in any effort they might make to 
this question of armaments 
considered by the different nations of 
the world when they met at the Hague 
Conference. They were all proud of 


| what England had done in the past in 
represented | 
and | 


the cause of progress; they would love 
her more if she would take her proper 
place in regard to this great question 
of lessening the horrors and evils of 
We had an enormous responsi- 
bility in connection with the question 
raised in the Resolution. We were an 
island, and had natural means of defence 


risk something and to take the first part 
in bringing about conditions that should 
make it possible, not only to reduce 
the cost of armaments in our own country, 
but also to make the burden lighter 
for the artisans and labourers in every 
country in Europe. He begged to 
move. 
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*Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) said his duty in seconding 
the Resolution was considerably lightened 
by the exhaustive and able speech of 
the hon. Member for Birkenhead. The 
Resolution asked the House to declare 
that the expenditure on armaments at 
present was excessive; that being 
excessive it weakened our national credit ; 
and that, in so far as it reduced our 
credit, it tended tointensify and aggravate 
the problem of finding employment for 
the people at home. 


also tended to reduce the resources | 
which ought to be available for 
the carrying out of great projects 


of social reform, and it fell with greatest 
severity on the industrial classes. No one 
would deny that our expenditure on arma- 


ments had been growing with alarming | 
rapidity. It might be that he was getting | 
into the reminiscent stage and was | 


inclined to review the work they had 
accomplished, or attempted to accom- 
vlish. He would like to point out to 


his right hon. friend that when he with 


himself entered this House for the first 


time a good many years ago, our 
expenditure upon the Army and 
Navy was only £30,382,000. In the 
present financial year the estimated 
expenditure on these services was 
£62,345,000. Our entire national ex- 


penditure at that time was only a little 
over £89,000,000. 
the Army and the Navy, with the interest 
on the National Debt, amounted to 
over £5,000,000 more than the entire 
national expenditure at the time the 
right hon. Gentleman and himself entered 
the House. He wished that we 
had received satisfaction for that ex- 
penditure in the way of necessary and 
legitimate reforms or in the way of 
honest value for the proportionate in- 
crease in the national expenditure. 
Had we to-day the sense of efficiency 
and security which we ought to have 
‘or the money we were expending ? 
He maintained that we had not that 


security ; that the Empire was in no_ 


better position to-day though the ex- 
penditure on the Navy and Army had 
more than doubled during the last 
twenty years. 
the 
pressed in the other House, it was doubt- 


ful whether the security of the Empire | 
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This expenditure | 


To-day the cost of | 


If they were to take) 
authority ‘of Lord Roberts, ex- | 
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| was as good to-day as it was at that 


‘time. No one would deny that this 
/excessive expenditure ought to be 
checked. He believed that it was the 


deep intention of the present Govern- 
ment to reduce the growth of that ex- 
penditure. Nobody would deny that the 
national credit to-day was not what it 
| was ten or fifteen vears ago. We could 
not borrow money now so readily and 
cheaply as then. Anything which 
tended to weaken the nat on’s credit 
made it more difficult to raise money 
cheaply, and to intensify the problem of 
‘dealing with the question of the 
‘unemployed. When money was cheap 
/public bodies were induced to put 
into operation great constructive works 
necessary for the comfort and conveni- 
ence of the people; but when money 
was dear those great constructive works 
were left undone and the nation was 
made to suifer thereby. If we went on 
wasting our national resources, we could 
not hope to see these great problems of 
social progress, which we all had at 
heart, carried into effect. He had always 
understood that the Empire was run in 
the interest of the whole, and not 
in the interest of only a portion of it ; 
and he believed that there were others 
outside the United Kingdom who might 
reasonably be asked to share the expense 
of the Empire. He regretted that there 
had not been a free offer of such assist- 
ance in the cost of running the Empire. 
To-day we were in receipt from the 
whole of our Colonies and Dependencies 
of less than £500,000 towards this 
heavy burden. He anxiously looked 
forward to the time when some Minister 
or some Government, even at the 
risk of diminishing his or their 
popularity, would face this question 
boldly and courageously and seek to 
bring about an international agreement 
for the reduction of expenditure on 
armaments. Any Minister or Govern- 
_ment who undertook that duty would in 
his judgment command the eternal 
gratitude of the industrial classes of the 
country. Nobody rejoiced more than 
he when such a proposal was put 
before the last Hague Conference. He 
thought that at last an honest attempt 
was going to be made to reduce the cost 
'of armaments all round. That hope, 
however, had only been raised to be 
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disappointed. He knew that the mind of | however, had no monopoly of the hatred 


the Foreign Secretary ran in that direc- 
tion, and he trusted that the right 
hon. Gentleman would be able to 
tell the House that night that so 
far ‘as he was concerned, and so 
far as this Government were concerned, 
they would do their level best to have a 
proper discussion with the view of arriv- 
ing at some amicable international 
arrangement by which these huge arma- 
ments should be reduced to reasonable 
proportions. What was the relative 
advantage derived from this increased ex- 
penditure on armaments ? When we built 
a‘ Dreadnought ”’ at a cost of £1,000,000, 
the United States decided to build a 
battleship which would be larger and 
more efficient and cost not £1,000,000, 
but £2,000,000. If the nations went on 
in this mad way what was to be the end 
of such foolish expenditure? It was 
far better to come to some common 
arrangement whereby these huge arma- 
ments should be reduced to more rational 
and reasonable proportion. For these 
reasons he seconded the Motion pre- 
sented by his hon. friend. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That this House is of opmion that the 
growth of expenditure on armaments is 
excessive and ought to be reduced, such 
expenditure lessens national and com- 
mercial credit, intensifies the unemployed 
problem, reduces the resources available 
for social reform, and presses with ex- 
ceptional severity on the industrial 
classes, and it therefore calls upon the 
Government to take drastic steps to 
reduce the drain on national income, and 
to this end to press for the inclusion of 
the question of the reduction of arma- 
ments by international agreement in the 
agenda of the forthcoming Hague Con- 
ference.—(Mr. Vivian.) 


*Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis) in 
moving an Amendment to the effect that 
the House relied on the Government to 
maintain British Naval supremacy, and 
thatit was inadvisable for this Government 
to initiate a discussion concerning the 
armaments which foreign Powers deemed 
necessary for the defence of their terri- 
tories, said he could not hope to rival the 
eloquence of the mover and seconder of 
the Motion. Those hon. Gentlemen, 
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'of war or of bloated armaments. He 
did not believe that any Member in the 
House was not in favour of efficiency 
and economy. The whole question was 
a question of means. The Resolution 
stated that the expenditure had not been 
‘accompanied by efficiency. If that 
meant that the “Dreadnought” battleship 
was not a good substitute for the “ Royal 
Sovereign,” that argument was fallacious, 
because one “ Dreadnought,” although it 
cost £1,800,000, could blow ten “ Royal 
Sovereigns” out of the water though 
the latter each cost nearly half as much 
as the “ Dreadnought.” Therefore there 
was a greater increase of efficiency. 
His hon. friend had taken the House 
back to the expenditure on the Navy 
a hundred years ago, but his answer to 
that was that the British Empire would 
not be in existence at the present moment 
if the expenditure on armaments had not 
increased. The Empire would have been 
distributed among more powerful foreign 
nations. In his opinion the one hope 
of reduction of armaments was in an 
Anglo-American alliance by which each 
| Power would guarantee to come to the 
assistance of the other if attacked by 
two Powers. On the ground of con- 
tinuity of policy he also contended that 
it was undesirable that this country 
should press for a reduction of arma- 
ments, and pointed out that, as far as the 
late Government was concerned, the then 
Prime Minister, with the advice of an 
excellent Defence Committee, refused 
to pledge himself, and always refused to 
pledge himself, to take any steps to 
initiate such a movement. The policy 
of the speech of Lord Goschen delivered 
in March, 1899, to which the mover of 
the Resolution and his hon. friend re- 
ferred, essentially differed from what 
was now being pressed for. Ifthe Motion 
had merely embodied what Lord Goschen 
said, there was not a man in the House 
who would oppose it. Lord Goschen 
said— 

“T have now to state on behalf of His 
Majesty’s Government that if the other great 
naval Powers should be prepared to diminish 
this programme of shipbuilding we should be 


prepared on our side to meet such a procedure 
by modifying ours.” 


It would be seen that the noble Lord 
expressly stated that the initiative as 
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to the reduction of armaments must 
come from foreign Powers. [Cries of 
““Why /”] Because we regulated our 


armaments by those of foreign Powers, | 
our naval armament was | 


and because 
vital to us. It was kept up solely for 
defence, and we could not carry on great 
operations against foreign Powers by 
means of our Army. If once the Navy 
was defeated we were ‘“ done,” as our 
food supply was cut off. But though 
our Navy was vital to us, theirs was not 
vital to foreign Powers. He would point 
out that, as the mover stated, the Hague 
Conference was especially summoned 
to bring about this reduction of arma- 
ments. They passed an amiable resolu- 
tion in favour of the reduction of arma- 
ments; but since that there had been an 
increase of armaments by every Power. 
Germany gave effect to the resolution by 
building in the next seven years fourteen 
battleships to our seventeen, which latter 
figure was not out of the way having 
regard to the margin of safety. France 
also had increased the number of her 
battleships. Last December Lord 
Cawdor, referring to the large reductions 
which had taken place in British naval 
expenditure, said— 

‘The public cannot rely on this reduction 
being continued in future years if foreign 
countries make developments in their ship- 
building programmes which we cannot now 
foresee.” 

The reply of the Emperor of Germany 
shortly after the utterance of Lord 
Cawdor was contained in his speech 
from the Throne this year, in which he 
said — 

“Our continually growing economic inter- 
course with all countries beyond the seas 
demands now urgently a stronger naval repre- 
sentation of the Empire abroad. For this 
purpose there will be laid before you a 
Supplement to the Navy Law, and it will 
provide for the increase of the number of 
ships on foreign service by the addition of six 
large cruisers. Moveover, the allied Govern- 
ments find themselves compelled to propose to 
you a considerable increase of the battleships 
and large cruisers which were asked for in the 
Naval Sudyet of 1905 so that our German war- 
ships shall not be inferior in fighting strength 
to the ships of other nations, Finally, you 
will be asked to grant money towards bringing 
about a greater power of readiness to strike 
on the part of our torpedo-boats. I cherish 
the confident hope that the German Reichstag 
is prepared to increase our naval defences.” 

It was also a significant fact that the 
Y . 

German torpedo flotilla had been sta- 


Mr. Bellairs. 


{COMMONS} 


| tioned in the North Sea opposite Great 
Britain since Lord Cawdor’s statement 
\of Admiralty policy. In view of that 
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he thought the best thing we could do 
was to remember Napoleon’s declaration, 
and that our obvious reply as to policy 


| was contained in his words— 


“The only way to prevent the Continental 
Powers from bridling you is for England to 
proceed in her proper sphere as an insular 
Power possessing the command of the sea.” 

That was, he thought, good advice 
to-day. When Lord Palmerston in- 
structed our Ambassador to remonstrate 
with Napoleon III. on the increase of 
armaments, the answer was the snub 
which we were still liable to receive to 
this effect. ‘‘ Let each look after his 
own business ; you ought to be twice as 
strong as I am.” That was sound 
advice. Cobden originally urged that 
free trade and commercial intercourse 
would make nations so dependent on one 
another that war would be impossible. 
That prediction had been falsified. [Mr. 
Vivian: We have not got free trade.] 


Cobden, as he got older, however, became 
disillusioned. In other words, in 1856 


he was a Manchester doctrinaire on the 
defence question, but in 1856 he was a 
blue-water school man, and had aban- 
doned all fanciful ideas about disarme- 
ment in our time. Mr. Cobden would 
have been still more convinced if he had 
lived to-day and saw how the only 
economists who had achieved anything 
were the blue-water school. There was 
no critic who deserved praise more than 
Mr. Courtney for the sincerity of his 
intentions. He had the courage of his 
convictions. Mr. Courtney, forgetful of 
the fact that his policy cost the North- 
erners, through want of preparation, in the 
Civil War 320,000 lives, said— 

“ He admitted that it wanted some courage 
to face the risk of reducing armaments. Were 
they prepared to run that risk? In the matter 
of military preparations, as in the matter of 
free trade, they had better not wait for the 
co-operation of ether nations, but they must 
run the glorious risk in leading the way.” 

Hon. Gentlemen cheered that state- 
ment, which was logical from their point 
of view, but he would remind them of 
some recent history. The Afghan frontier 
incident in 1885 cost us £12,000,000 
It was a panic expenditure which had 
been wholly wasted, and arose because 
we had allowed the Navy to run down, 
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A few years afterwards there was the 
Fashoda incident, when the country was 
prepared. There was no panic on the 
Stock Exchange, and it cost only 
£13,000 in Admiralty expenditure. If 
at that time the Navy had been allowed 
to run down there would have been a 
financial crisis in this country. During 
the South African War there was a reason- 
able chance of attempted coercion of this 
country by a combination of European 
Powers. There was no panic, but had the 
Navy been allowed to run down there 
would also on that occasion have been a 
great financial crisis. Our wisest policy 
was the policy of Chatham, who said in 
1770— 
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“The precaution that meets the disorder is 
cheap and easy ; the remedy which follows 
bloody and expensive.” 


We had given proofs of pacific tendency ; 
we had given up Heligoland and made a 
reduction in our Navy Estimates of 
£7,086,000 in two vears, as compared 
with Germany’s, without exercising any 
perceptible influence on German feeling, 
which was obviously one of great antago- 
nism to us. [‘* No, no.”] That was the fact, 
however much we might regret it. It 
might be due to misrepresentation. He 
thought it largely was; but it existed 
during the South African War, and 
through the influence of the German 
Navy League, which had a membership 
of 600,000, as compared with the Navy 
League membership of a few thousands 
in this country, it existed very much 


now. He would echo the words of the 
French Minister two years ago, who 
said — 


“Other nations can follow our example ; 
acts are worth more than idle words.” 


So far from following our example, France 
had recently laid down six battleships, 
compared with our two, and Germany two 
battleships every vear. He thought that 
disarmament was proceeding at present 
in respect of the guns in our battle- 
ships, as we were not replacing obsolete 
guns or providing a sufficient reserve of 
heavy guns, while not long ago thirteen 
battleships and sixty cruisers had 
been put aside as obsolete, six battle- 
ships and about ten cruisers only taking 
their place. This surely showed a 
considerable reduction in armament. 
Hut let them suppose that an agreement 
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were made to reduce armaments, no force 
existed by which the agreement could 
be carried out. There existed only 
public opinion, and nations had violated 
public opinion before now. Again, what 
standard were hon. Members going to 
adopt ? Wasit to be a money standard ? 
If so, then the voluntary services in the 
navies of Great Britain and the United 
States could not be compared with the 
systems of enrolment elsewhere. If 
trade, shipping, colonies, or coast-line 
were the standards then either the 
British Navy was already too weak, or 
the French and German too strong. Ifthe 
standard of the number of battleships were 
adopted it could be easily got over by an 
increase in tonnage among the other 
powers, and if armoured vessels were not 
built the torpedo power might be in- 
creased. Then as the armoured ship: 
became through obsoleseence less and 
less able to defend themselves, the little 
torpedo - craft wovld become more and 
more developed and dangerous. The 
final result might be that Great Britain 
would find herself placed in the position 
of having lost her naval supremacy. 
In his judgment the Navy preserved 
peace, and history had shown that 
the Navy had preserved the liberties 
of the country throughout the centuries, 
protecting us at the same time from 
invasion. He probably spoke with a 
more sentimental interest in the Navy 
than hon. Members generally would care 
to show. 


Expenditure. 


Mr. MORTON (Sutherland): Noth- 


ing like leather. 


*Mr. BELLAIRS: But he did not think 
that the British Navy was a thing to be 
bartered about among the foreign powers. 
At present a committee of foreigners 
regulated the sugar policy of this country, 
and he would certainly think twice before 
he entered into any agreement by which 
foreigners should be allowed to regulate 
the maritime policy of this country. The 
Government should not go beyond an 
expression of their readiness to enter 
into a conference provided the initiative 
came from foreign powers, who were not 
so dependent on their navies as Great 
Britain undoubtedly was upon hers for 
the preservation of liberty and peace. 
He begged to move. 
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*CaptaiIn HERVEY (Bury St. Ed- | 


munds) said he rose to second the Amend- | 
ment of the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn. He thought, however, that a 
Member of this House other than a nava! 
officer might with advantage have risen 
for this purpose. He agreed entirely with 
the hon. Member when he said that 
he did not think it would be a good 
thing that the naval policy of this 
country as a whole should be discussed 
and decided by a committee of foreign 
naval experts. That was the line he 
took upon this question® and that was 
the reason he had risen to second the 
Amendment. The House should con- 
sider what duties our Navy had to 
perform and what duties foreign navies 
hed to perform. We were in a different 
position from any other country in 
the world. It was true that we had 
the biggest navy in the world, but then 
we had the largest responsibilities in 
the world for our Navy to carry out. 
We had to protect 54 per cent. of the 
whole merchant service of the world 
with our Navy, and in addition to that 
to protect the coasts of a world-wide 
empire. If we were to sit round a 


board and discuss the Naval necessi- 
ties of each country with a foreign 


committee we could not take ship for 
ship with any one country or with any 
two countries and say we were in a 
position to carry out our responsi- 
bilities. The real reason why we were 
not in a position to discuss our naval 
affairs with the representatives of foreign 
countries was that in order to make it 
clear to these people that it was neces- 
sary for us to have any particular number 
of ships, we should have to disclose the 
plans of action, which obviously de‘er- 
mined the extent of our armaments, and 
that was a thing which we must neces- 
sarily keep to ourselves. We should 
always be pleased to meet other countries 
and do allin our power to reduce the arme- 
ments of the world, but we could only do 
that with safety by having regard to what 
our necessities were. Let the other nations 
propose a reduction of armaments; we 
would consider that proposal in a most 
conciliatory spirit, but such proposals 
must in the first instance come 
them. On these terms we could meet 
them and still occupy the position it 


from 
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was necessary for us to occupy—namely 
of being able to determine the armament 
we considered sufficient to protect what 
we possessed, and to protect our com- 
The building programe of this 
country as now laid down was only a 
programme that would in a few years 
time bring us to a simple equality with 
the next two naval Powers. The pro- 
gramme as laid down was no more than 
was absolutely necessary, and to go below 
that would be to go below the margin 
of safety, which no one would for 
a moment tolerate. He was quite ready 
to admit that we were at the present 
time in a slightly better position than 
under normal conditions we should be, 
owing to the disaster which had over- 
taken one of the great naval Powers of 
Europe, but that was not the fault of 
the Admiralty. The Admiralty had 
their eye glued on the results of the wa: 
between Japan and Russia, not only as it 
affecte | the ships themse'ves, but also in 
the way in which it affected the building 
programme of this country in the future. 
These considerations determined our 
present policy of building four armoured 
ships every year. If that vere not con- 
tinued, if it were dropped for only one 
year, there would be a_ hiatus which. 
though it might not be evident now. 
yet when our ships began to get obsolete 
we should find some time in the future 
one year when we had four obsolete 
ships passing out of our Navy and 
no new ships to take their 
place. All objected to building our 
ships with borrowed money, and _ there- 
fore the object of the Admiralty’s 
programme of building at the present 
time was to ensure that as each year some 
ships became obsolete and went out of 
commission,othersshould be built annually 
to take their place. Believing the policy 
he had referred to was the right policy he 
was very pleased to be able to second the 
Amendment of his hon. friend. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 6, to leave out all the words after 
the word ‘income,’ and add the words ‘ but 
this House relies on the Government to main- 
tain British naval supremacy, and is of opinion 
that it is ‘ecules for the Government to 
initiate a discussion concerning the armaments 
which Foreign Powers may deem necessary for 
the defence of their territories,’ instead there- 
of.’—(Mr. Bellairs). 
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Question proposed, “ That the words | 
proposed to be left out stand part of the | 
Question.” | 
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Mr. CHARLES WILSON (Hull, W.) 
said he should like to support the Amend- 
ment because he thought that the country 
ought to keep up its Navy, whatever it 
did about the Army. He should like, 
however, to call attention to the fact that 
it would be a long time before there was 
a homogeneous squadron of ships of the 
“ Dreadnought ” class under the present 
proposals. He considered it would have 
been better policy to put off building 
some of the smaller vessels in the present 
programme in order to have started the 
building of four “‘ Dreadnoughts,” so as to 
get ahead of other Powers in this matter 
in a year or two. As it was it would be 
three years before we had three “ Dread- 
noughts.” He thought it would have cost 
even less than the programme before the 
country. He would also like to suggest 
that before the Admiralty decided on the 
question of turbines for these ships, some 
information ought to be laid before the 
House to show the grounds on which the 
(rovernment based their preference for 
this type of engine. It was a ques- 
tion very much debated by marine 
engineers — [Cries of “ Order.”] He 
would bow to the wishes of the House 
and not proceed further with the subject 
than to ask the Government to consider 
whether they were doing the right thing 
in regard to turbines. 


Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.) said 
le rose to support the Motion from an 
Irish point of view. He should like first 
of all to say, however, that his hon. friend 
who*moved the Resolution had under- 
estimated the growth of expenditure. 
According to evidence’ before the 
Committee on National Expenditure the 
amount had grown from £53,000,000 in 
1883-84 to £109,000,000 in 1903-04. Out 
of that increase £38,000,000 were due to 
the Army and Navy, leaving £18,000,000 
for all other services. This was to be 
remembered when Members were fre- 
quently told that they were responsible 
lor increase in expenditure by pressing 
for outlay in different directions. All 
these items—many of which, small 
though they might be, were of vital 
importance to the people concerned— 
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were but flea-bites, as an hon. Member 
had said, to the expenditure on the Army 
and Navy. Both as regarded this country 


Expenditure. 


'and Ireland they could not leave out of 


sight the question of the growth of 
localtaxation. This advanced pari passu 
with national expenditure, and the 
two together had become in many parts 
of the United Kingdom perfectly crushing. 
Especially was that the case in Ireland 
where there were boards of guardians 
which found it impossible to meet the 
most necessary demands of common 
decency and humanity. Allowing Sir 
Robert Giffen’s figures of £12 per head 
for mere subsistence, Great Britain 
was left, after paying taxes, with 
£1,000,000,000 of money for all other 
purposes. If they allowed £12 per 
head in Ireland there was only left 
£15,000,000, from which they had to take 
£9,000,000 in taxation, leaving £6,000,000 
for other purposes, compared with 
£1,000,000,000 in this country. It could 
be imagined how heavily a comparatively 
trifling increase of taxation weighed upon 
Ireland. Unhappily there were evidences 
on every side that Ireland was a dying 
nation. His hon. friend the Member for 
East Clare had recently obtained a 
very interesting Return giving monthly 
statistics of emigration since 1885, and it 
would probably surprise the House to 
hear that of the 30,000 emigrants who 
left Ireland last year Ulster sent most, 
namely, 10,000. In two months of the 
present year 10,000 people had left 
Irish shores. They were sometimes told 
that Ireland ought to rejoice in its 
British connection. All he could say 
was that to the mass of the Irish people 
the effect of the Union was chiefly visible 
in a steady increase of taxation. For 
the sake of the people of both countries, 
and for the sake of Christendom he hoped 
the Government would accept the Motion 
and take the steps suggested, with the 
honourable position of being the first to 
move in the direction of universal peace. 


*Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside) said the Jast speaker had 
usefully recalled the debate to a point 
in the Resolution which had _ been 
rather ignored by previous speakers, 
namely, the urgent necessity for a reduc- 
tion of our military expenditure, having 
regard to the present social condition of 
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the people. The hon. Member for West 
Donegal had drawn an impressive picture 
of the economic misery which Ireland 
suffered, and he wished to emphasise 
the fact that a large part of this House 


was. profoundly concerned about the | 


general question of a reduction of our 
expenditure upon armaments. He 
hoped they would have some assurance 
from the Government that they might 
look for some saving in the military ex- 
penditure of the country during the pre- 
sent year. Many of them looked to the 
Government to spend considerably less 
than their Estimates upon the Navy and 
Army ; and if there was not a consider- 
able saving the House and the country 


would feel that the promises that were. 


given had been practically disregarded 
by those who gave them. He should 
have been more pleased if the Resolution 
of his hon. friend had asked the Govern- 
ment to return to the standard of expendi- 
ture set in 1898, for that would have 
been something definite to work upon. 
The arguments put forward by the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn offered no sug- 
gestion of the standard which he con- 
sidered necessary. He wished to say a 
few words in regard to the attitude the 
hon. Member took up when he claimed 
that his studies of naval matters had 
given him a special insight into these 
problems. He would like to ask whether 
the mere study of the mechanics of 
naval warfare and maritime affairs and 
the relative fighting power of the different 
nations gave the hon. Member any special 
qualification for pronouncing upon the 
civic wisdom of such expenditure. The 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn was no 
doubt an expert, and the House owed 
a great deal to him for the manner in 
which he hed handled the statistics of 
foreign trade in the recent controversy. 
He wished to state that it was 
with no disrespect to the hon. Member 
that he ventured to challenge his special 
qualification to pronounce upon a question 
which was not merely one of naval 
strength or of the best kind of ship, but of 
the line upon which civilisation should go. 
He would remind the hon. Member that 
there were other naval experts who were 
absolutely at issue with him on naval 
questions, and therefore even experts 
could not be regarded as infallible. All 
the great empires that ever fell had been 


Mr. J. M. Robertson. 
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| stating historical facts. 
i'what had been said about Holland in 
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led to ruin by experts. He was only 


With regard to 


a recent debate by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Croydon,%that 
country was taken by surprise because 


‘she put too much faith in the word 


of a faithless English king, not because 
of any tendency on her part to abandon 
her military system. No nation in 
European history had ever done so. All 


_the great empires that had fallen had been 


ruined by internal disease and economic 
decline, in which senseless military ex- 
penditure had played a part. The ex- 
planation was that great military experts 
always seemed to lack civic judgment. 
From what had been said one would 
suppose that the Roman Empire fell for 
lack of military preparation and military 
skill; but that was notso. To the very 
last the empire had captains who could 
easily out-general those of the barbarians; 
but the empire fell for lack of men who 
could fight. It fell because the very en- 
trails of the State were gone; and the dis- 
appearance of this source of strength was 
the result of eternal military strain. At 
one time he had a great admiration for 
the heroes of antiquity, and he remem- 
bered that at a tender age he translated 
a life of Hannibal for his own satisfaction. 
When he arrived at years of discretion he 
saw his great hero was able to fight but 
not able to maintain a State in peace, and 
he had no insight into the conditions that 
made an empire strong’from within. It 
was the same with Alexander and Cesar, 
for they were wreckers of civilisation, 
and none of them were builders up. 
The hon. and gallant Member for King’s 
Lynn had told them that he detested war 
and deplored the necessity for armaments. 
They were told that by every supporter 
of militarism. If the hon. and gallant 
Member felt as some of the rest of them 
did, he would be glad to take the initia- 
tive ina movement f:rdisarmament. But 
the hon. Gentleman and his friends refused 
to join in any such movement, and found 
something having the nature and sem- 
blance of argument for opposing it. When 
Mr. Gladstone in the last Liberal Admin- 
istration was called upon in a similar way 
to take some steps towards inducing other 
naval Powers to reduce armaments, he 
answered that the time was not propitious. 
That answer was a matter of regret to 
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No one would | he made the statement he was proceeding 
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venture to give that answer to-day. If| on what he had read in the public Press, 


ever there was a propitious time it was 
the present. 
give the House the reasons why we 
should not take the initiative now ? 


An | 


hon. Member opposite had said that pro- | 


posals should come from the other Powers. | 


Was it likely that other Powers, feeling 


themselves outnumbered, would come to | 


as with a proposal for reduction ? 
the Power which would have the best 
hope of being listened to was that with 
the greatest naval strength. Nobody 
had ever proposed that we should go 
below even the two-Power standard. 


While recognising the madness of this | 
eternal competition in armaments, we | 
practically a four- | 


were maintaining 
Power standard. We could make 
enormous reductions and still maintain 
our two-Power standard. We ought to 
take the initiative at the Hague Confer- 
ence in striving for a proportional reduc- 
tion by all nations. Our perpetually 
increasing naval expenditure saved us 
nothing from the demands of the army 
men for more Army expenditure. We 
were in the hands of experts whose one 
idea was, not to know what the nation 
could bear, but simply to create the largest 


inass of fighting power in each respective | 


With Russia 
our naval 


arm that they could plan. 
wiped out we found 


experts asking for additions to the Navy, | 
id army experts asking for additional | 


expenditure to defend our India frontier, 
which Russia could not now attack if 
she would. 
overthrown by Japan, had been ruined 
hy her experts. 
case with Austria and France. 


Russia, who had just been | 


The same had been the | 
Experts | 


never had a glimpse of the necessity of | 


retrenchment. 
arbitration in recent years, and that was 
the most hopeful aspect of the foreign 
policy of the late Government, though 
Lord Lansdowne was led intoa regrettable 


We had had treaties of | 


Surely | 


| politics would be possible. 


| 


| We had all these arbitration treaties, 


Would the naval experts | and yet we were getting no advantage 


|from them whatever in the lightening 
of our military burdens. What was the 
use of treaties of arbitration if all the 
while the nations were making their 
armaments stronger than ever? There 
was something in the nature of madness 
in all this growth of armaments. The 
truth was that vast vested interests had got 
hold of this matter; and if the cause 
of democracy was to go forward there 
must be something in the nature of a 
battle between democracy and those 
capitalist interests whose enrichment lay 
in the direction of the perpetual increase 
of armaments. The hon. and gallant 
| Member for King’s Lynn had told them 
that we alone among the nations thought 
solely of defence, and that the other 
nations of Europe were at all times lying 
in wait to attack us at a disadvantage. 
It was time that their discussions were 
delivered from these imbecilities. If 
there was one species of human nature 
which was British, and another sort for 
all other nations, no rational international 
He asked the 
hon, and gallant Gentleman to reconsider 
the doctrine he had laid down about 
the unpreparedness of the United States 
for war, That was a civil war, and bad 
as that war was, it would have been 
much worse if the United States had 
then been armed to the teeth and had 
used all their forces for mutual destrue- 
tion. He deprecated warmly the con- 
tention of the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man that the hopes of the lovers of peace 
depended on an Anglo-American alliance. 
A declaration like that would go forth 
to tell the French people that the enfente 
cordiale was unreal, and that we were 


| 


‘looking forward to an Anglo-American 


hackward movement in regard to the | 


Treaty with Japan. 


That Treaty had | 


induced Japan to say to us. “You must | 
'spent for war in every year of the 


arm more if you are to be our ally.” 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp 
(sREY, Northumberland, Berwick): She 
has never said that. 


*Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON said he was 
glad to receive that assurance. When 


alliance which could overwhelm all the 
nations of Europe. The nation de- 
manded a reduction of expenditure. 
If the world would spend in one year, for 


peace, a hundredth part of what had been 


Christian era, universal peace would be 
visibly nearer. Government had had no 
diftieulty in finding £220,000,000 for the 
abominable project of destroying two re- 
publics, but no Chancellor of the Ex- 


| chequer could ever find means to pay 


old-age pensions. ‘The people had at 
‘length realised that they must reverse the 








1407 Public 


practice of the past and set up a policy of 
construction in the place of the policy of 
destruction, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London): 
I am not sure that the moment which the 
hon. Gentleman has chosen for his on- 
slaught on armaments is very happily 
chosen; for, if I understand — the 
situation, we have presented an 
ultimatum, the terms of which have not 
yet run out, to a great military 
power, and a large fraction of the naval 
forces of this country are now concent- 
rated in the Eastern Mediterranean with 
the view of seeing that the rights of this 
country are maintained. Ido not know 
if the hon. Gentleman thinks that we 
should be more likely to obtain a peace- 
ful settlement of the controversy between 
this country and that Power if we had 
no Fleet and no Army [LaBour cries of 
“Oh”] or a smaller Fleet and Army. I 
do not know whether the hon. Gentle- 
man thinks we should be: more likely to 
bring to a peaceful solution the difticulty 
in which his Majesty’s present advisers 
and the country find themselves if our 
naval and military forces were not in 
that state of preparedness which as a 
matter of fact they have reached. If 
they were not, I do not think that one 
could have that confidence in a peaceful 
solution of the controversy which I for 
my part look forward to, and which I 
have no reason to doubt, simply because 
our forces are in the prepared condition 
in which they are. The hon. Gentleman 
spent a great deal of his eloquence on 
the military experts, and he prefers 
what he calls experts in sociology. He 
thinks we ought to take experts in 


sociology and consult them on_ this 
question of military armaments. 

*Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON: TI said 
nothing whatever about experts in 
sociology. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Or at all 


events people who talk about sociology 
without being experts. I rather agree 
with the hon. Gentleman. I have no 
great confidence either in naval or 
military experts or in sociological experts, 
taken by themselves, except under the 
cross-examination of those who have to 
do with the daily work of public affairs. 
Whether the hon. Member approves of 
the policy of the late Goyernment or 


Mr, J. M. Robertson. 
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not, I can assure him they did not take 
that policy from the opinions or obiter 
dicta of experts, but did their best to 
arrive at what was the real truth as to 
the military and naval necessities of the 
country. The hon. Gentleman cannot 
accept so extravagant an account of our 
work. He has a different explanation of 
the magnitude of the Army and Navy. 
He thinks it was due to the vested 
interests of capital in keeping up a large 
Army and Navy. I do not know 
whether that is sociology, but it strikes 
me as being nonsense. What possible 
interest have the capitalists of the country 
in keeping up a large Navy and Army ! 
They have got to pay a shilling duty in 
income tax. I do not underrate, and [| 
never have, the burden which these 
armaments throw on the country ; but 
the burden is largely, indeed chiefly, 
borne by the  capitalist—{An Hon. 
Member: The workmen.|—by the very 
classes who the hon. Gentleman thinks 
have a vested interest in maintaining the 
Army and Navy at a high level. If 
armaments have the unexpected effect ot 
stimulating industry in all its branches, the 
workman benefits as well as the capitalist, 
and I fail to see how this is a conspiracy 
of the capitalists any more than of the 
workmen. The hypothesis of the hon. 
Gentleman is one which no sober thinker 
could conceive fora moment would govern 
the policy of any Administration in this 
country. The interest of every Adminis- 
tration is to cut down expenditure and to 
diminish taxation, and if they do not do 
so, it may be because they are stupid or 
because they do not thoroughly under- 
stand the interests of their country ; but 
it cannot be, and never has been, except 
in the days of corruption and_ bribery, 
that they were animated by self-interest. 
There is nothing an Administration more 
keenly desires than a successful Budget, a 
large surplus, and an increasing revenue. 
And if naval and military expenditure 
grows, as it undoubtedly has in recent 
years, it is partly because we pay our 
soldiers at a much higher rate than we 
did before, and partly because we have 
had to construct permanent works for the 
benefit of the soldier ; but in the main 
because it was necessary, as we believed, 
for the defence of the country. The hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down seems 
to think it altogether absurd that we 
should pose as if we framed our armaments 
on a defensive system alone, when we do 
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not admit that other nations do the | 
same. I do not wish to attack other 


nations, and I do not suggest that they 
are less patriotic or virtuous than our- 
selves ; but is it not perfectly obvious 
that a great Fleet is necessary to 
these islands in a sense in which it 
is not necessary 
the world? It is necessary on purely 
defensive lines, and would be as necessary 
if it were impossible, and I believe it to 
be undesirable, that we should ever add 
another square mile to the territories we 
already possess. For my part, the last 
thing [ want to see is any extension of 
the British Empire. I want to see its 
strengthening and consolidation. I want 
- to be unshaken in any circumstances 
by the fear of hostile aggression, safe not 
merely within the four seas, not merely 
Scotland, Ireland, and England, but safe 
in our colonial possessions and safe on the 
north-west frontier of India. The hon. 
Gentleman opposite has told us that it is 
folly to consider the north-west frontier, 
because the only country that can threaten 
that frontier has suffered defeat and is in 
the throes of a great social revolution. 
Has the hon. Gentleman’s historical study 


to any other nation in| 
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and at this moment it is under considera- 
tion, as it was when I ceased to be a 
member of that body. The truth is that 
this country has in the main to consider 
two great problems. We have to maintain 
an Army adequate for home defence, 
which need not be on a very large scale, 
and an Army adequate for the defence of 
the north-west frontier of India. We 
ought also to have some power of 
military expansion which would enable 
us to deal with a great war, and a 
Fleet which would make us absolutely 
secure against any possible combination 
against our shores. Is there any- 
thing aggressive in that policy? 
We have to protect our coasts at 
home and abroad and also the great 
commerce which comes and goes between 
our home ports and our Colonial ports. 
If foreign nations are ready to diminish 
their armaments let them begin and we 
will follow suit. [Cries of “Oh, oh,” and 
laughter.} Hon. Gentlemen laugh, but 
this is a subject upon which I really ven- 
ture to think they know less than [ do— 
of the questions of principle which govern 
naval considerations. I am not ventur- 


| ing to enter into competition with them 


not convinced him that nations in the | 


throes of a 
capable at 
aggression ! 


great social 
the same time of foreign 
The greatest wars we have 


known have been carried out by nations | 


_ that condition ; and though I firmly 


revolution are | 


believe that the last thing the Russian | 
Government contempk ites or desires is an | 


attack on this country—lI believe that the | 


relations between Russia and England at | last, 


with regard to the sociological aspect. 
The principle of this country has 
always been to watch what is being 
done by foreign countries, not to 
anticipate them, but to follow them ; 
and foreign countries have only to 
diminish their fleet building, and they 
will find under this Government, as they 
would have found, I believe, under the 
that we should follow suit. But 


this moment are of a most friendly deserip-| as our Fleet is for defensive purposes and 
tion—I fail to see why we should on that | their fleet is not for defensive purposes 


account not keep ourselves in a state of | alone—[‘‘ Why not ?”’] 


preparation against conceivable contin- 
gencies of policy on the part of a great 





Because their 
shores are unassailable, partly for geo- 
graphical reasons and partly for the 


and friendly neighbour, just as Germany | reason that they have great land armies 
and France and~ Italy ‘and Austria keep | which would make invasion by any 


themselves in a state of preparation 
against similar contingencies. 


*Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON : 
there had been extra expenditure on the 
Indian frontier. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not admit 
that. The whole question of the expendi- 
ture on the north-west frontier of India 
is a matter which has not been, indeed, 
could not have been, adequately 
completed by the Committee of Defence, 





I said that | 





Maritime Power absolutely ludicrous and 
futile. Therefore their navies are not 
ineeded to defend their shores—not 
wholly or mainly needed to defend 
their shores. They are in an 
| essentially different position from what 
we are ; and if there is to bea diminution 
of armaments—which all, not merely the 
sociologists, must desire—it must begin 
with those whose armaments are kept up 
for purposes not merely defensive. ‘There 
is no foreign nation who supposes we 
should invade them. Putting friendship 
apart, conceive as a military enterprise 
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invading France, Germany, or Russia. 
Of course, you cannot; the thing is 
absurd ; and their fleets are not main- 
tained in order to prevent a great sea 
power invading their territory. That is 
not their purpose, and cannot be their 
purpose; and I would beg the hon. 
Gentleman before he asks us to diminish 
the securities of these territories to con- 
sider what is the true military and naval 
problem this country has to face. Whilst 
I agree with him that the armaments of 
the world might with enormous advan- 
tage be diminished, abolished if you will, 
that policy is one which cannot be carried 
out by one country ; it is a policy which 
must be initiated by nations who, 
absolutely secure at home, so far as 
naval operations are concerned, may, 
if they will, diminish their fleets. 


In regard to military operations, as I 
think our danger is not within these 
islands at all but on the frontier of India, 
there are other considerations which it 
would not be proper for me at this time 
to dwell upon. I would only ask the 
House to consider one more question. 
The hon. Gentleman said the Roman 


Empire sank under the amount of its} 


military obligations. I believe that to 
be wholly unhistorical. lam certain that 
this country, at all events, heavy as the 
burden of its military expenditure is, is 
not sinking under it. On the contrary, 


whenever hon. Gentlemen opposite think | 


they can make a point against my right 
hon. friend the Member for Birmingham, 
they say the country was never so 
flourishing, trade was never increasing by 
such leaps and bounds, the wealth of the 
individual, the well-being of the com- 
munity, the prosperity of capital, and the 
healthy character of enterprise never were 
so marked. Whether all these good 
things be true or not, this country cer- 
tainly is not sinking under its armaments. 
Nobody would rejoice more than I in 


seeing those armaments reduced; but I, 
efficiency of our Army and Navy 


tell the House with all solemnity, after 
an experience extending now over many 
years, that my belief is that, if you mean 
to have peace in Europe, if you mean 
your diplomacy, while unaggressive, to 
be successful, 1f you want your Foreign 
Minister to carry out your negotiations 
with some chance of success, if you want 
to avoid one of those catastrophes which, in 
spite of great armaments, have been less 
frequent in recent years than they were 
Mr A. J. Balfour, 


{COMMONS} 


we had every prospect of bringing 
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| in the days when armaments were small, 

not to neglect that military and naval 
backing without which national diplomacy 
is bound to fail, and natioral security 
itself may be threatened. ‘his is the 
warning I give to a hostile audience, 
I am afraid; but I give it in all sincerity. 
If we, thelate Government, erred by having 
too large armaments, we erred in the 
patriotic belief that those armaments were 
necessary. If it can be shown by the 
present Government, after considering all 
the circumstances of the case, that these 
armaments may be diminished, well and 
good, But do not in answer to abstract 
reasoning, based on no consideration of 
the real necessities of the case, plunge 
into a reckless course of diminishing the 
forces, naval and military, on which your 
‘dignity and security ultimately depend. 


Str EDWARD GREY: The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
City has at the end of his speech, 
given us some counsels of  perfec- 
tion which still leave me in doubt as 
to what view he takes of the actual 
Resolution before the House. His last 
declarations were entirely abstract dec- 
larations, with which I shall not. find 
fault, because they were simply to the 
effect that you must have an adequate 
Army and Navy if you are to have an 
effective foreign policy. That ignores 
what to my mind is the whole point of 
the Resolution, which that these 
things are a question of degree, and for 
the same reason I think it was not relevant 
to the particular Motion before the 
House to bring into the question the 
dispute with the Turkish Government. 
With regard to that question the right 
hon. Gentleman asked what chance we 
should have of bringing it to a success- 
ful conclusion if we had no Fleet and no 
Army. But that has nothing to do with 
the Resolution. He went on to say that 
that 
of the 
at the 
present time; but that condition is one 
coming after considerable reductions in 
the Navy Estimates which have been 
made by his own Government. There 
have been considerable reductions in the 
Navy Estimates last year, yet we are able 
to deal satisfactorily with such an incident 
as that of the Egyptian frontier. Is the 
right hon. Gentleman able to say that 


18 


to a successful conclusion because 





the reductions which his Government 
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made before leaving office .are the only 
reductions that would not jeopardise 
the national policy of this country ? 
Our whole policy is that national expendi- 
ture has grown enormously in the last 
few years and that now we have reached 
the turning-point and there is a prospect 
that the expenditure can be considerably 
reduced without sacrificing national 
safety. I admit we may not be able to 
do all that we wish, and the limitation 
must be national safety. But the parti- 
cular point, and the most interesting 
point, I think, in this Resolution is whether 
it would not be possible to increase the 
amount of reduction which can be made, 
compatible with national safety, by doing 
all we can to influence the policy of other 
countries in the same direction. Well, a 
good deal, no doubt, does depend on the 
policy of other countries, and when I say 
the policy of other countries I mean the 
general feeling amongst the peoples in 
Kurope. AndI do hold that a declara- 
tion of this kind from a British House of 
Commons is something that is worth 
having, if only for the effect it may have 
on other Governments. It is true that 
in this country there is a very strong 
feeling in favour of reduction, but it is 
not in this country only; in other 
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countries, too, the burden is felt ; and | 


anybody who reads the Press of foreign 
countries will see that year by year in 
different contries of Europe there is grow- 


ing a national consciousness of the enor- | 


mous burden of naval and military 
expenditure. That is a tendency which 
we welcome abroad as we welcome it 
amongst ourselves. 
at any time has the conscious public opinion 
in the various countries of Europe set 
more strongly in the direction of peace 


| must take the first step. 
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ing, the fine qualities of courage and self 
sacrifice against wounds and loss of life 
in war; but against the expenditure 
which war entails you have no set-off of 
that kind. That remains, after all the 
excitement and passion of war is over, as 
a heavy dead-weight pressing on the 
national life, lowering the standard of 
vitality in the country. Nowadays the 
expenditure in Europe on armies and 
navies is so great that in a sense every 
year we suffer that depression of national 
life which, though we are at peace, is in 
itself one of the worst conditions of war. 
Now, there is no more profitable task to 
which any such thing as The Hague 
Conference might aspire than to produce 
some such practical result of agreement 
amongst nations as would lead to reduc- 
tion of this unproductive expenditure. 
It is true there are difficulties about 
coming to any settlement. I will not 
dwell on those difficulties. They are 
there, and they make themselves easily 
felt without my dilating upon them, 
But it was the original object of the 
first Hague Conference to do something 
to reduce expenditure, or, at any 
rate, to stop the increase of expenditure, 
The reason for doing that is not less 
urgent now than it was then. On the 
contrary, it is more urgent. It is said 
we are waiting upon foreign nations in 
order to reduce our expenditure. Asa 
matter of fact, we are all waiting on each 
other. Some day or other somebody 
I think it was 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman opposite 


Expenditure. 


/who said that our naval policy was 


I do not believe that | 


than at the present time, and yet the | 
burden of military and naval expenditure | 


goes on increasing. 
that is the direction in which the con- 
scious public opinion of the peoples is 
tending, that ought to be realised sooner 
or later in the reduction of that expendi- 
ture. When The Hague Conference 
meets, what will be its object ? To pro- 
mote peace, to diminish the horrors of 
war. 


If it be true that | 


dictated by the building policy of other 
nations. I am sure that, when we are 
all met together at The Hague Conference, 


|if our policy is so inter-dependent on 


the policy of other nations, the possibility 
of reducing expenditure should be one 
of the subjects which should be discussed. 
As to the Amendment which has been 
proposed, I would suggest, with all 
deference to my hon. and gallant friend, 
that he should not press it to a division, 
for this reason. ‘The last part of his 
Amendment would preclude us from 
taking any initiative at The Hague 


No greater service could it do than | Conference in suggesting a reduction of 
to make the conditions of peace less ex- | armaments. 


We ought not to be pre- 


pensive than they are at the present time. | cluded in any way. Before we can say 


To all the horrors of war which are 
commonly known there are, no doubt, 
certain off-sets on the other side. You 
may set triumph against physical suttfer- 


in what form the question will be brought 
forward, we must know the wishes and 
opinions of other Powers. It may be 
that there is some other Power ready 
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and anxious to take the initiative ; but) Resolved, That this House is of opinion 
we certainly must not be precluded from that the growth of expenditure on arma- 
taking that initiative. We must be ments is excessive and ought to be 
there to do all in our power to encourage reduced, such expenditure lessens national 
its coming forward in the most practical |and commercial credit, intensifies the 
form. Therefore, I cannot in any cir- unemployed problem, reduces the re- 
cumstances accept the last part of my sources available for social reform, 
hon. and gallant friend’s Amendment. and presses with exceptional severity 
With regard to the first part, relating to on the industrial classes, and it 
naval supremacy, I would sugest that therefore calls upon the Government to 
there never was a time when it was less take drastic steps to reduce the drain on 
necessary to insist upon that than at the national income, and to this end to press 
present moment. I believe there never for the inclusion of the question of the 
has been a time when the relative and reduction of armaments by international 
comparative supremacy of the British agreement in the agenda of the forth 
Navy was greater than it is now, coming Hague Conference. 

and that at the present moment it 
is at least as sure as it ever has 
been in our history. If that be so, 

surely we can, at any rate for one evening, 

devote our attention to pressing upon 
the House and upon public opinion gener- 
ally, the need for economy. And, so 
far as the Government is concerned, 
though I cannot extend the promises | 
‘which have been made by the Prime MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS BILL. 

Minister and others of my colleagues as Read a second time, and committed 
to specific reductions, and though what | for To-morrow. 

we can do with regard to The Hague 


Adjournment 


MARKET GARDENERS’ COMPENSA.- 
TION BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 


discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


nt of a Speech indicates revision hos the Woden 











Conference must depend on the response ee 5 
from other Governments—which in turn = 
will depend partly on the interest which SALMON FISHERIES (IRELAND) (No. 2) S 
other Parliaments take in the matter— | — S| 
I do, on behalf of the Government, not Read a second time, and committed for © | 
only accept but welcome such a Resolution | anny meas, “1 
as this as a wholesome and _ beneficial | = oo 
expression of opinion, And just as in a 
the time of the late Government Lord) MILITARY MAN(CEUVRES (ORDER IN [CS “ 
Goschen, then First Lord of the Admiralty, COUNCIL). AS ; 
issued a public invitation on behalf of the| Resolved, That an humble Address be |™ ’ 
Government to other countries to respond presented to His Majesty, praying His |S 
to the feeling of this country for a Majesty to make the Order in Council 
reduction of naval armaments, so I trust | ynder The Military Manceuvres Act, 
this Resolution may be taken as being an | 1897, a draft of which was presented to ° 
invitation from the British House of| this House on the 2lst day of Feb- 
Commons to respond to their feeling in ruary last.—(Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
favour of encouraging a reduction of 
armaments. To be presented by Privy Councillors 
and Members of His Majesty’s Household. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. : ql 
Adjourned at three minutes after 
Main Question put, and agreed to. Eleven o'clock. to 


Sir Edward Grey. 
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Police 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 10th May, 1906. 


Several Lords took the Oath. 


His Royal Highness the Prince of ' 


‘Wales singly took the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Macclesfield and District Tramways 
Bill; Midland Railway Bill. Read 2*, 
and committed. The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


Bury Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Great 
Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill [#.1.]. 
Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


3ethnal Green Borough Council (Super- 
annuation) Bill [H.L.]. Returned from 
the Commons, agreed to. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

FEE FUND OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 

The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid on the Table the Annual Account 
of the Fee Fund of the House of Lords. 

The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table, and to be referred to the Select 
Committee on the House of Lords Offices. 


NAVY (NEW SCHEME OF TRAINING). 

Reports of Departmental Committees 
appointed to consider certain questions 
concerning the extension of the new 
scheme of training for officers of the 


Navy, ete. 


ARMY. 


Interim ;Report of Anti-typhoid In- 
oculation Committee. 


TRADE REPORT (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 3582. Turkey (Aleppo). 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 
Return of evictions in Ireland, for the 
quarter ended March 31st, 1906. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered 
to he on the Table. 


VOL. CLVI, [Fourrn Series. ] 


{10 May 1906} 


(Superannuation) Bill. 
INDIA. 

(Home Accounts)—Home accounts of 
the Government of India. (Finance ard 
Revenue Accounts)—Finance and revenue 
accounts of the Government of India for 
the year 1904-1905. (Estimate)—Esti- 
mate of revenue and expenditure of the 
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Government of India for the year 1905- 


1906, compared with the results of 1904- 
1905. 

INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRE- 

LAND). 

Rule amending the time table of 
examinations for the year 1906. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


EDUCATION. 

Petition in favour of denominational 
religious teaching in schools ; of teachers 
in schools in Burnley ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


NEW BILL. 
STREET BETTING BILL [H.1.] 

A Bill for the suppression of betting 
in streets and other public places was 
presented by the Lord Davey : read 1"; 
to be printed; and to be read 2* on 
Monday next. (No. 79.) 


POLICE (SUPERANNUATION) BILL. 
[SECOND READING]. 
Order of the day for the Second 


Reading read. 


Earn BEAUCHAMP: My Lords, this 
is a small Departmental Bill, the larger 
part of which has been inherited by His 


Majesty’s Government from their prede- 


cessors. It is, therefore, largely uncon- 
troversial, and I hope your Lordships 


will give it a Second Reading without 


| clearly stated in the first clause. 


difficulty. The main object of the Bill is 
It is to 


give pensions to constables who continue 


| to serve after they have qualified for a 


| pension. 


The idea is that the various 


| local authorities should be able to retain 
| in their service experienced men who are 


still fit to do the work, and that their 
pensions should not be made subject to 


3 C 
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forfeiture if during the time they serve 
afterwards they make some slip which 
might render it necessary otherwise for 
them to forego their pension. It is 
hoped by the Home Office that one result 
of this Bill will be to reduce the heavy 
burden which at present rests on the 
ratepayers for police pensions. To give 
an instance, | may state that the detici- 
ency on the Metropolitan Police Pensions 
Fund which is not met by deductions 
from the pay was in 1894 not more than 
£39,000, while last year it amounted to 
£177,959. It is hoped that by giving a 
small gratuity to these policemen they 
will continue to serve, and that therefore 
the whole of the pension will not fall on 
the rates. The second clause makes it 
clear that if a constable rejoins the force 
after having left owing to illness or some 
other cause, his early service shall rank 


for pension. Clause 3 deals with 
approved service in case of Naval 
and Army Reservists. The other 


clauses are quite simple, with the excep- 
tion of Clause 7 (reckoning of approved 
service in different forces), on which I 
understand it is not unlikely that one 
noble Lord will desire to move an Amend- 
ment in Committee. In the cireum- 
stances I think it better to defer what I 
have to say on that clause until we reach 
the Committee stage. It is hoped that 
the Bill will prove a considerable boon to 
a very deserving class of public servants, 
and [ hope your Lordships will give it a 
Second Reading. 

Moved, “That the Bill be now read 2°.” 
—( Earl Beauchamp.) 

On Question, Bill read 2" (according 
to Order), and committed to a Committee 


of the Whole House on Thursday next. 
PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS (BUILDING 
BYE-LAWS) BILL [u.t.]. 
Order of the day for the Third Read- 
ing read, 
Moved, * That the Bill be now read 3°.” 
—(Lord Hylton.) 


On Question, Bill read 3" 

Lorp HYLTON: My Lords, I have 
to move a few Amendments. They have 
been prepared by the Local Government 
Board, and I understand that the noble 

Eurl Bevuchamp. 


{LORDS} 





Trustee Bill. 


Earl the Presidevt of the Board of Agri- 
culture has expressed his assent to their 
being inserted in the Bill. They have 
heen designed with the view of making 
the. Bill more workable. , 
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Amendment moved— 


‘In Clause 2. page 1, line 24, after the word 
‘building’ to insert the words ‘or any part 
thereof.’ °—( Lord Hylton.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to, 


Amendment moved-— 
“In Clause 2, page 2. line 7, to leave out 
‘Sub-seetion (3).’ > —(Lord Hylton.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved — 

“In Clause 2, page 2, line 13, after the word 
‘luilding,’ to insert the words ‘and the 
curtilage of the building shall be deemed to be 
the space formed by the curtilages of the two 
dwelling-houses, and to insert as a new 
sub-section ‘ W here any stables, offices, or other 
outbuildings are appurtenant to, or used or 
intended to be used in connection with, any 
building or any part thereof, and are within 
the same curtilage as that building, that 
building shall not be excluded from the exemp- 
tion under this section by reason of being 
within thirty feet of any of those outbuildings, 
nor shall any of those outbuildings be excluded 
from that exemption by reason of being within 
thirty feet of that building or of any of the 
other outbuildings.’ ’—(Z. ord Hylton.) 


On Question Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 

“Tn Clause 3, page 2, line 41, after the word 
‘thereof’ to insert the words ‘ or with anothei 
dwelling-house separated therefrom as men- 
tioned in Sub-section 4 of this section ; nor 
shall any such detached building as is lastly 
herein mentioned, be excluded from this 
exemption by reason only of its being 
within thirty feet of the dwelling-house ir 
connection with which it is constructed to be 
used, or of another dwelling-house separated. 
therefrom as aforesaid.’”—(Lord Hylton.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 


PUBLIC TRUSTEE BILE (4.1. ]. 
Amendments reported (according to 
Order) 
THe LORD CHANCELLOR: My 


Lords, I have prepared a new sub-section 


to Clause 4 in compliance with my promise 
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to Lord Faber. The new 
differs only in a slight degree from the 
Amendment that he himself moved, and 
I hope he is satisfied with it. 
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Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 4, page 5, line 16, to leave out 
Sub-section (3) and to insert the following new 
sub-section: ‘(3) Any banking or insurance 


company or other body corporate may, by | 


order of the Court, made on the application 
of any person on whose application a new 
trustee may be appointed, or by or under the 
instrument creating the trust, be appointed to 
he custodian trustee of any trust, with power, 
if the Court so order or the instrument so direct, 
to charge and retain or pay out of the trust 
property the same fees as are chargeable by 
the public trustee as custodian trustee, or such 
smaller fees as the Court or instrument may 
direct ; and where any such appointment is 
made, the provisions of this section shall, sub- 
ject to any directions contained in the order 
or instrument, apply as they apply in the case 
where the public trustee 1s appointed to be 
custodian trustee, except that if the court or 
instrument so direct, the trust property and 
the right to transfer or call for a transfer of 
shares, stock, and securities shall vest in the 
custodian trustee jointly with the managing 
trustees.’”—(Zhe Lord Chancellor.) 


Lorp FABER: I am quite satisfied 
with the Amendment, and am much 
obliged to the noble and learned Lord 
on the Woolsack for bringing it forward. 
It meets the object I had in view in my 
Amendment which I withdrew on the 
Committee stage. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR: The 
object of the next Amendment is to make 
perfectly clear the intention of the original 
clause. 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out Clause 12 and to insert the 
following new clause: ‘The provisions of this 
Act with respect to the High Court shall, in 
their application to cases within the jurisdic- 
tion of a palatine court, include that court, 
and the public trustee shall provide an address 
within the county palatine where service upon 
him of any proceedings under this Act in such 
palatine court may be effected; the rules of 
court relating to the exercise of the jurisdic- 
tion of a palatine court under this Act shall 
he made by the authority having power to 
make general rules and orders of that court.’ ” 
—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Consequential Amendment agreed to. 


{10 May 1906} 


sub-section | 


Cultivation. 1422 
THE LORD CHANCELLOR: The 


next Amendment is intended to meet 
the suggestion made in Committee by 
my noble and learned friend Lord 
Ashbourne. By this Amendment it will 
be for the Lord Chancellor, with the 
concurrence of the Treasury, to provide 
for the establishment and regulation of 
any branch office where he thinks it 
necessary. It was not intended that this 
power should rest with the public 
trustee. 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn Clause 15, page 12, line 13, to leave out 
the words ‘by the public trustee.*’’—(7he 
Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR: The 
object of my last Amendment is to make 
it clear that rules may be made for 
excluding any particular kind of trust 
from the operation of the Act. 


Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 15, page 12, line 14, after the 


word ‘office’ to insert the following new 
paragraph : ‘(e) Excluding any trusts from the 


operation of this Act or any part thereof.’ ”— 
(Lhe Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Bill to be read 3° To-morrow ; and to be 
printed as amended. (No. 81.) 


ALIENS BILL. 


Brought fromthe 
read 1", and to be printed. 


Commons, and 


(No. 80.) 


POST OFFICE (MONEY ORDERS) 
Read 3° 
passed. 


3ILL. 


(according to order), and 


SOLICITORS BILL [#.1. ] 
Read 3" (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


COTTON CULTIVATION. 
*THeE Duke or MARLBOROUGH rose 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if the Government had given 
the British Cotton-Growing Association 
3 C 2 








1423 Cotton 


any facilities for the development of the 
growth of cotton in the British Empire, 
and to move for Papers. The noble 
Duke said: My Lords, I am afraid 
it is not very often that I find myself in 
agreement with the noble Earl the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies in the ad- 
ministration of Colonial matters, but I 
rather hope that on the present occasion 
in regard to the matter which I venture to 
bring before the notice of your Lord- 
ships, although I do not expect to be in 
entire agreement with the noble Earl, I 
may receive from him some attention to 
the views which I shall express and also 
some consideration in the reply which he 
will give me. I am anxious to ask the 
noble Earl whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are prepared to support and to give 
their sympathetic consideration to the 
aims of the British Cotton-Growing As- 
sociation. Furthermore, I wish to ask 
the noble Earl whether His Majesty’s 
Government intend to follow the policy 
of their predecessors and do all in their 
power to develop cotton-growing in the 
West Indies, and in West Africa, and 
whether they will consider seriously the 
possibility of the development of rail- 
way construction in Northern Nigeria. 
But before I venture to put these Ques- 
tions to the noble Earl I should like to 
remind your Lordships of the causes 
which led to the creation of the British 
Cotton-Growing Association. As your 
Lordships are aware, the great industry in 
Lancashire is nearly entirely dependent 
for the supply of the raw material of 
cotton on the United States of America. 
It is difficult to ascertain the exact 
amount of cotton produced and con- 


sumed throughout the world in any 
one year; but this I can say, with- 


out fear of contradiction, that although 
the amount of cotton produced in 
America is larger every year, the 
tendency is for the ratio between con- 
sumption and production to be greater 
in the case of consumption. Moreover, 
when we bear in mind that the population 
of the United States is largely increasing, 
that they are employing more cotton 
every year themselves, it is evident that 
the amount of cotton available for the 
Lancashire market is becoming less and 
less every year. The consequence is 
that the price has a tendency to rise. 
The noble Earl is well aware that the 


Lhe Duke of Marlborough. 


{LORDS} 
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greatest amount of our cotton trade is 
conducted in the East, and he must in 
those years in which he administered the 
Indian Empire have seen that the natives 
in India could only afford to buy our 
cotton goods when they were at the 
cheapest price possible. It is perfectly 
clear that a rise in the price of cotton 
would increase the cost of articles, 
and the tendency would be for our 
Eastern trade to diminish. 

There is a further danger. A reduction 
in the supply of the raw material of 
cotton would be serious, but together 
with a bad harvest in America the 
result would be positively dangerous to 
Lancashire. When there is a bad harvest 
the supply is curtailed, and consequently 
gambling is promoted and_ speculation 





in the cotton crop takes place. The 
speculation has this effect, that the price 
of cotton in a very few vears varies 
between 20 and 70 per cent. The 
result is that would-be purchasers do 
not dare to buy. The manufacturer 
consequently has to employ the stock 
which he possesses, to work either short 
time, or shut down his mill altogether. 
I daresay there are some noble Lords 
in this House who remember well the 
evil effect upon the population of 
Lancashire during the time of the cotton 
‘famine. I do not think I need dwell 
upon the terrible suffering which took 
| place at that time, but the effect upon 
| the population of Lancashire of having to 
| work short time is similar to the grave 
effects which were associated with the 
cotton famine. Working short time in 
Lancashire is a sort of echo of those 
| gloomy and terrible days. The loss to 
the wage-earning class is something like 
£300,000 a week, or a total of about 
£15,000,000 a year. 

Your Lordships are aware that the 
cotton industry, after agriculture, is the 
biggest industry in this country. It 
employs some 3,000,000 operatives di- 
rectly, and 10,000,000 of our population 
are indirectly associated with the cotton 
industry. The total value of the exports 
of cotton amount to between £80,000,000 
and £90,000,000 a year. Yet this great 
industry, this industry which is so indis- 
solubly connected with the prosperity of 
Great Britain, depends entirely for its 











future upon the goodwill and considera- 





tion of a foreign though friendly Power. 
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There is only one remedy that we know 
of for getting rid of this fear as to the 
shortage of raw material in the future, 
and that is to multiply the sources of 
supply throughout the world, so that it 
will be impossible in the future for any 
combination of gamblers to corner the 
cotton crop and make the prices so 
fluctuate that the industry in Lancashire 
is jeopardised or brought to the verge of 
ruin. So far, I think, I shall be in 
agreement with the views of the noble 
Earl the Secretary of «State for the 
Colonies; but I should, like to go one 
step further, and say that, since we are 


all agreed that the sources of supply | 


should be multiplied, I for my part 
would sooner see those supplies _pro- 
duced within the confines of the British 
Kmpire than in any other part of the 
world, 


The British Cotton Growing Association 
was formed for this very purpose. The 
late Government gave it support and 
sympathetic help. We did so from a 


Colonial Office point of view because, in | 
the first place, we recognised that we | 
hat many tracts of territory in our | 


Colonies and protectorates which were 


undeveloped and required to be developed. | 
We knew that the production of cotton | 


would be a source of benefit to the 
natives; it would give them healthy 
as well as remunerative employment. 
We furthermore believed that we should 
give a sympathetic support to those 
who represented a great staple industry, 
so that it could not be claimed that 
lack of interest on our part had been 
prejudicial to the industry, and that 
it had suffered from lack of foresight 
or care on the part of His Majesty’s 
advisers. 


I am not at all certain that the Party | 


to which noble Lords opposite belong 
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| causes, failed, what did it matter ? 

Those employed in it could perfectly 

well turn their attention to some other 
| industry which would be of more value. 
| As an example of what I am saying, 
| [ cannot do better than quote the words 
| which the present President of the Board 
| of Trade made use of one or two years 
}ago. Talking about the industries of 
| this country, he said— 


“For one trade they lost they simply sub- 
| stituted another ‘aa a better one. They 
might have lost the puddlers, but it meant 
they were giving employment to engineers and 
| those who obtained better wages. They 
| simply substituted a higher-class trade that 
paid better. They had lost sugar refining, 
which did not require much skill.” 


| Speeches similar in strain to that have 
| been frequently delivered by members 
of the Party to which noble Lords 
opposite belong. What I want to 
know from the noble Earl is whether 
he will, in approaching this question 
of supporting, safeguarding, and _pro- 
tecting the future welfare and pros- 
| perity of the great cotton trade, ignore 
and place on one side the extreme 
| economic views which I know his party 


| hold, and which, if driven to their logical 
| conclusion, would mean that the Govern- 
ment could not show any sympathetic 
for possible 
' damage or injury which might affect the 
| cotton trade in the future, but that if the 
| people in the cotton trade could no 
longer get their raw material they must 
|turn their attention to some other in- 
| dustry which would be more profitable 
to them and to the world at large. 


‘regard or consideration 


| I submit to the noble Earl the Secre- 
'tary of State for the Colonies that the 
production of cotton for England is a 
/national matter. It is associated with 
‘the second greatest staple industry in 
‘this country, and consequently the 
Government of the day are bound to 
‘give it their sympathetic support 





hold similar views with regard to our | and consideration, and cannot afford 
great staple industries. I know that | to ignore how indissolubly it is connected 
on many occasions they have expressed | with those other subsidiary industries 
views on this particular matter which | which depend so* largely on its pros- 
do not in the least coincide with the | perity and success. Therefore, I am 
views of the Unionist Party. Frequently | anxious to hear from the noble Earl 
it has been stated on platforms that if | whether, in approaching this question 
one industry failed the members of it | of safeguarding the interests of Lan- 
might perfectly well turn their attention | cashire in the future, he will do so in the 
to some other industry. If one industry, | spirit of recognising the importance 
through either economic or industrial | of a staple industry in this country. 
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It is perfectly true that the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies has 
said in the last few weeks that the British 
Cotton Growing Association has _ his 
sympathy, and incidentally he alluded to 
the fact that the noble Earl’s views were 
in accordance with his own. I was very 
pleased to read that statement, but I 
confess I should have more confidence if 


we could get a definite expression of | 


opinion from the Secretary of State him- 
self, for, after all, he is supreme. His 
views are represented in the Cabinet, and 
I should have a feeling of greater confi- 
dence if I could hear from his own lips his 
ideas upon this very important matter. 
He has, if I may venture to say so, in this 
particular matter somewhat delegated his 
authority to his very distinguished sub- 
ordinate. I more readily recognise the 
ability of his official subordinate than 
that it is his duty continually, .both in 
the House of Commons and in the country, 
to convey to the public the colonial policy 
of His Majesty’s Government. 


The Under-Secretary for the Colonies 
has told us what the British Cotton 
Growing Association has done in the last 
three years. He has told us that in 1903 
the value of cotton grown by them 
amounted to only £29,000, but that for 


this year the estimated crop amounts to | 
I cannot | 


no less a figure than £330,000. 
help feeling that those who are interested 
in the industrial development of this 
country, and, in particular, in the main- 
tenance of the cotton industry of Lanca- 
shire, are indebted to the master spinners 
and operatives for their courage, their 
foresight, and their patriotic endeavour 
to establish cotton growing within the 
confines of the British Empire. Further, 
I think that the great efforts which they 
have made—efforts of self-denial in a way, 
because they are doing this, not for them- 
selves, but for their children who come 
alter them—deserve the sympathetic 
consideration and support of His Ma- 
jesty’s Government, and I shall be very 
glaa to know whether or not I am right in 
assuming that they will receive ‘t. 


I want also to ask the noble Earl 
whether he intends to give every assist- 
ance to the development of cotton 
growing in the West Indies. I know that 
when it was a question of supporting and 
maintaining the sugar industry there, 

The Duke of Marlborough. 


{LORDS} 
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members of his Party displayed very 
little concern and very little interest. 
Indeed, we were frequently reminded 
that we were merely bolstering up an 
industry of the West Indies at the expense 
of those who lived in this country. I do 
not expect noble Lords opposite to show 
any great interest in the sugar industry 
of the West Indies, although I might 
incidentally observe that, as a result of 
the policy of the late Government, the 
sugar industry there is now in a flourish- 
ing condition. Are you going to pursue 
a policy of consideration towards those 
who are developing the cotton industry 
in the West Indies, or are you going to 
regard it in the same light as the sugar 
| industry ? 


I turn now to West Africa. I desire 
to ask the noble Earl whether the grants 
which, on the advice of the late Secretary 
of State for the Colonies, the Protector- 
ates in West Africa made to the British 
Cotton Growing Association are to be 
continued in the future or not. There 
was a grant from Sierra Leone of £1,500 
a vear towards the Association, Lagos 
gave them £2,000, and Southern Nigeria 
£3,000 a year. Will they be continued ? 
Does the noble Earl think these grants, 
which were given on the advice of the 
late Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
reasonable proper ones, and is he 
| prepared to recommend that they should 
| be continued ? Again, what been 
done with regard to reducing the cost of 
transit on the railways in West Africa / 
Has anything at all been decided with 
regard to the rate of freight on the ships 
which bring the goods from West Africa 
to the port of Liverpool / 








has 


In alluding to the question of transport 
and the facilities both with regard to 
railways and shipping, I am irresistibly 
drawn to the consideration of a few 
points brought out very strongly ina 
Parliamentary Paper entitled ‘ Corres- 
pondence relating to Railway Construc- 
tion in Nigeria” (Cd. 2787). I have no 
hesitation in referring to this Blue-book, 
| because I informed the noble Earl the 
other day that in the course of my re- 
marks I should feel it my duty to do so. 
Every one who is qualified to judge claims 
that in Northern Nigeria, which is a terti- 
tory as big as France and Italy put to- 
gether, it is possible to grow an ample 
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supply of cotton, a supply so large that 
it would adequately supplement® the 
shortage which we anticipate in the crop 
in the future from America. The natives 
of Nigeria are accustomed to growing 
cotton, the master spinners of Lancashire 
are prepared to sink large sums of money 
in that territory for cotton growing ; but 


3B? 


there is one thing lacking, namely, proper 
transit. Railway construction is in its 
infancy, and until something is done in 
this direction the possibilities of growing 
cotton in this region are speculative and 
cannot be realised for an indefined period. 


Cotton 


With regard to railway construction 
in Nigeria, there was, as I have said, a 
Blue-book published on this very im- 
portant matter; and without desiring 
to take up too much of your time I should 
like briefly to refer to two schemes sug- 
vested. One scheme is that the heavy, 
broad-gauge railway, costing £7,000 a 
mile, should be extended. That would be 
a very expensive railway, costing several 
millions to construct, and those who have 
expressed opinions regarding it say that 
there is no possibility of its being carried 
into effect until the Imperial Government 
have a sum of £10,000,000 or £15,000,000 
it their disposal. Therefore, I think 
we may put the possibility of construct- 
ing that railway on one side. But there 
is an alternative scheme, the one recom- 
mended by the present Governor of 
Nigeria, Sir Frederick Lugard. The 
scheme involves an outlay of £1,500 a 
mile, and the total cost of the railway 
would be about £600,000. This railway 
would connect up towns like Zaria, Kano, 
Zungeru, and Lokoja, and the advan- 
tages of this scheme would be that 
you would not be competing against the 
transport facilities on the Niger, but 
would be supplementing and accelerating 
them. Sir Frederick Lugard says— 

‘*The French are pushing forward their line 
from Dahomey to Saye with great rapidity, 
with the avowed intention of capturing the 
trade of the Haussa States. . . . The 
necessity for a means of transport for the 
supply of garrisons and administrative staff, 
it once cheaper and more certain than existing 
methods, is very urgent.” 

I now come to a passage in the Report 
of Sir Frederick Lugard to which I 
attach very great importance. Sir 
Frederick says— 

“The Government of Northern Nigeria will 
jiave already spent enormous sums in archaic 
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methods of transport, and should a difficulty 
with France overtake us in the interval we 
should certainly be unable to maintain our 
position in the northern states. I have 
naturally a keen desire to see this country 
self-supporting, to decrease the huge transport 
bill, and to inerease the revenue- rodueing 
exports. [ am convinced that the wit method 
of doing this is by the rapid construction of a 
light surface line’on a two-fout six-inch gauge, 
connecting the Lower Niger with Kano, or at 
least with Zaria, which is the central point 
from. which the lines both of commerce and 
administration diverge.” 


Sir Frederick further says— 

** There are no serious obstacles by the route 
selected, and though no precise estimate o 
cost can be made until after the location 
survey is complete, it may with tolerable 
safety be said that it will not exceed £1,570 
per mile, or a total of £410,000.” 

T need not dwell on the great qualities 
of Sir Frederick Lugard. They are well 
known to every noble Lord in this House. 
When I was Under-Secretary at the 
Colonial Office he enjoved our complete 
confidence. We recognised in him not 
only a great soldier but a great statesman 
in dealing with natives, and also a great 
administrator. I am assured that he 
holds precisely similar views to-day to 
those expressed in the extract which I 
have read. He does not take back one 
single word from the opinion he expressed 
to Mr. Chamberlain three vears ago. 
What I am anxious to ascertain from the 
noble Earl the Secretarv of State is 
whether he has had sufficient time to go 
into this problem of the development 
of railways in Nigeria. 


The noble Earl the other night, at some 
political banquet which he attended, 
dwelt eloquently upon the importance of 
trusting the man on the spot. What I 
desire to impress upon the noble Earl 
is that Sir Frederick Lugard might be 
trusted on this particular 
There is no just reason for supposing 
that the views he has expressed, and 
which he has had the opportunity of 
revising after several vears, are unsound 
and, therefore, that thev do not deserve 
every consideration at the hands of His 
Majestv’s Government. I suppose the 
noble Earl will remind me that this 
scheme of railway development will cost 
money, and that the Imperial Govern- 
ment as it is grants £300,000 a year to 
Nigeria for the administration of that 
territory, and he will consequently say 


occasion. 
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that it is very difficult to increase that 
grant. I myself dislike calling upon the 


{LORDS} 
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exist there, in which Lancashire is willing 
to invest large sums of money, and the 


tax-payer for any fresh sums of money, | produce of which will help to remunerate 


and I certainly dislike advising or 
counselling it when the Party in power is 


| 


the one to which noble Lords opposite | 
belong, because we know, if there is any | 


deficiency in the Imperial Budget, on 
which portion of his Majesty’s popu- 
lation the making good of that deficiency 


will fall. At the same time I wish to 
impress on the noble Earl that we 
are now spending £300,000 a vear 
as an Imperial grant on Nigeria, 
and that the money which the 


taxpayers now give for the administra- 
tion of that country is totally unpro- 
ductive. There is not the slightest 
possibility or chance that this money can 
ever be in any way productive; it is a 
dead loss. What I desire to urge is that 
instead of spending £300,000 a vear with 
no chance of ever getting any return, it 
would be more economical, both from an 
Imperial and also from a local point of 
view, that the grant should be increased 
to, say, £425,000 a year, adding to the 
grant already given the £125,000 a year 
which Sir Frederick Lugard requires for 
the construction of his railway for a 
period of four years. You could either 
make your grant in that manner, or it 
would be possible to raise the full 
amount and charge the interest thereof 
to the Imperial grant which is given 
every vear. That is a matter, however, 
on which I do not desire to express an 
opinion, as it is one for financial experts ; 
but the important point is that it would be 
cheaper in the long run to add to the 
present grant and construct the railways. 


You would then know that inthe course | 


of a few vears there would be some 
return for the expenditure you had been 
called upon to make. 

If you construct the railway which 
Sir Frederick Lugard suggests, you 
in the first place open up the country. 
Its'‘taxable resources will multiply, and 
consequently your revenue will increase. 
You will also reduce the cost of sending 
provisions to outlying military posts. 
These provisions have now to be carried 
on the heads of natives over thousands of 
miles. The cost of that will be reduced, 
according to Sir Frederick Lugard, by 
£30,000, and you will call into being the 
great cotton fields which undoubtedly 


The Duke of Marlborough. 


the native and make his position more 
comfortable and his lot more contented. 
You will also be enabled to bring the raw 
material into the Liverpool market at a 
price less than the average price ol 
cotton for the last ten years. 

I hope the noble Earl will see fit to give 
me an answer on the points which I have 
ventured to bring to his notice. I do not 
mean a cursory and official answer, but 
one based upon a careful study of this 
question. If he will do that I can assure 
him that it will not only give considerable 
pleasure to many noble Lords in this 
House, but that everyone in Lancashire 
who is deeply concerned in the productio1 
of the raw material of cotton will b 
greatly relieved to see that the noble 
farl has given his careful attention t« 
this very important matter. I hope 
he does not think that I have brought for- 
ward this subject out of a feeling of idle 
curiosity or senseless inquisitiveness. | 
have done it because I know, from con- 
siderable experience among operatives 
and those connected with the cotton 
trade in Lancashire, that they are vitally 
interested in the future welfare of their 
industry, and that they do look to His 
Majesty’s present advisers to give them 
support and consideration in the work 
they are now carrying out. When the 
noble Earl reflects how indissolubly this 
industry is connected with many similar 
industries in this country, I think he 
will realise that it is of the greatest im- 
portance that the Government shoul 
give every consideration and support to 
the efforts which are now being made to 
place it for all time on a permanent basis. 


THE Eart or SCARBOROUGH : My 
Lords, before the noble Earl replies to 
the questions which have been put to 
him by my noble friend, perhaps I may 
be allowed to say a few words on the 
subject of the development of railways im 
Northern Nigeria, to which my noble 
friend directed the latter part of his 
remarks. For a number of years prior 
to 1900, when that country was taken 
over by the Crown, I was associated 
with Nigeria from an administrative 
point of view, and I have been associa*ed 
with it also from the point of view of its 
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commercial development ; and, although | beyond their own requirements in order 
I agree that it may be a wise policy for| to export home, so that, although I 


the Imperial 


money 


Government to spend | do not altogether agree with my noble 
in building railways in that) friend as regards railway development 


country in order to hasten development. from the point of view of trade being 


for the sake of posterity, in my humble | 
opinion I do not think there is any 


justification for it at present from the | 


trade point of view, even if it were 
possible for the Protectorate to be called 
upon to pay any of the cost either of 
construction or maintenance. 


If there was a sudden discovery of 
valuable minerals on a large scale that 
would, of course, alter the complexion 
of affairs a great deal, but the condition 
of Northern Nigeria to-day is such that I 
can only describe it as poverty stricken 
and to a large extent depopulated. Years 
of slave raiding have devastated and 
practically laid waste the country, and, 
moreover, it suffers periodically from 
famine, no doubt partly due to the 
perpetual state of unrest in which the 
people exist. Nevertheless, I am fully 
convinced that the country has great 
future possibilities, but it is necessary 
for the population to double or treble 
itself before its resources can be properly 
developed. Your Lordships will _ re- 
member that this country has been 
effectively occupied for barely five years. 
It needs rest and time, and, if I may 
venture to say so, a little less feverish 
haste in regard to the pursuit of revenue 
and very delicate handling as regards 
internal taxation. 


The noble Duke referred to the subject 
of cotton growing in Northern Nigeria. 
It is a subject in which he takes a deep 
interest, and I think that sooner or later 
Lancashire will be very grateful to him 
for it. But before thinking about spend- 
ing money on heavy railways for bring- 
ing down cotton from the interior of the 
country, which for years to come may 
not grow cheaply enough to pay the cost 
of carriage, we should see what could 
be done with the thousands of acres 
of suitable land bordering on the River 
Niger, both in Northern and Southern 
Nigeria, which could be developed for 
the purpose of cotton growing. The 
sritish Cotton Growing Association have 
nade an excellent start in this direction. 

The natives have been encouraged in 
every way possible to grow cotton 


urgent at the present time, I do 
thoroughly agree with him on other 
grounds. 


I am convinced that a rapidly-con- 
structed light railway is urgently re- 
quired in Northern Nigeria for strategical 
purposes; that is to say, for internal 
defence, for movement of troops, and 
for economy of administration. I think 
myself that such construction would be 
a very wise insurance from the point of 
view of the British taxpayer. The 
position of Northern Nigeria to-day is 
not unlike the position of the equatorial 
provinces of Egypt at the time of the 
Mahdi. We have residents with small 
garrisons scattered all over the country, 
a country, as the noble Duke said, as large 
as France and Italy put together, in the 
midst of a fanatical population and with 


'absolutely no means of communication. 


I know of only one road in the whole of 
Northern Nigeria on which wheel trans- 
port can be used, and that only in the 
be in 


dry season. I happened to 
that country during the recent rising. 
Fortunately it was only local, but it 


afforded an instance of what may happen 
on a larger scale any day. The nearest 
reinforcements had to walk over 300 
miles to reach the scene of the rising 
and the bulk of the troops at Sir Frederick 
Lugard’s command were over 600 miles 
distant. These distances were covered in 
remarkably short time, but I think 
your Lordships will appreciate the dan- 
gers of such delay in emergencies of this 
kind. 


I assume that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment must be alive to the position of 
affairs which I have attempted to de- 
scribe. I am confident that Sir Frederick 
Lugard—and by the way, His Majesty’s 
Government have no more able and 
experienced administrator in their ser- 
vice—must have pointed out clearly the 
situation. I do venture to urge on the 
noble Earl the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies the great risk this country is 
running in that corner of the Empire 
until rapid means of communication are 
established such as a system of light 
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railways would supply, and I smcerely 
hope that this urgent need of the Pro- 
tectorate of Northern Nigeria will receive 
their urgent consideration. 


*THe SECRETARY or 
THE COLONIES (The 


STATE FoR 
ar] of Ener): 


{LORDS} 
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At home, under the noble Duke’s 
auspices, conferences were held monthly 
Colonial Office. Those con- 
ferences are being continued with Mr. 
Churchill’s assistance. In the Colonies 


| they did all they could, I have no doubt, 


My Lords, I did not expect any apology | 


from the noble Duke for bringing this 
matter before the House, and my only 


regret is that he thought it necessary | : 
: guestions I put to them was as to how 


in his opening remarks to introduce what I 
cannot help thinking was rather an un- 


necessarily discordant note in his reference | 


to what he characterised as “ extreme 
economic views” in the Party to which I 


have the honour to belong. Weare dealing | 


to-day with a specific question in regard 
to the work of the British Cotton Grow- 
ing Association. I have before me the 
first annual report of that association, and 
I find from it that they express their obliga- 


tion to the noble Duke for the great assist- | 


ance which he, on behalf of the Colonial 
Office, gave to the work of the Associa- 
tion when he was Under-Secretary. I 
venture to think that it is highly pro- 
bable that in the next report the Asso- 
elation will be able to pav a similar 
compliment to the noble Duke’s relative 
who has succeeded him in the office he 
then held. 


So far as the work of this association 
is concerned, I cannot help thinking that 
there is no possible reason for difference 


| are 


of opinion between the two sides of , 


the House. 
as noble Lords opposite the necessity 
of providing larger supplies for our 
great cotton industry, and I see no 
reason whatever why we on this side 
of the House should not also as cor- 
dially as noble Lords opposite desire 
to find those supplies within the British 


We admit quite as fully | 


| The result in the West Indies has 


Empire. These are the objects which the | 


British Cotton Growing Association, as | 
understand, were formed to promote, 


and which the noble Duke, while he was | 


at the Colonial Office, helped them in 
promoting; and so far as I am concerned, 


understood in that way, I am quite | 
prepared to adopt the policy of my | 


predecessors and assist the British 


Cotton Growing Association in the same | 


way and to the same extent, and do more, 
it possible, than they did. 
The Earl of Seurborough. 


to encourage the Colonial Government 
to assist in the same work, and those 
methods we also are pursuing. I have 
had the opportunity of meeting lately 
several Governors who have returned 
from the Colonies, and one of the first 


the work in the direction of promoting 
the growing of cotton was progressing 
in any case in which that question 
would apply. There are many parts 
of the British Empire in which there 
tracts suitable for the growth of 
cotton. The noble Duke referred 
pecially to two, the West Indies and 
West Africa, which have, no doubt, 
attracted most attention. 


es- 


In regard to the West Indies, the 
noble Duke knows very well what the 
Colonial Office have done and are still 
doing. They have a Department of Agri- 
culture in the West Indies under Sir DP. 
Morris. who has done everything in his 
power to induce the planters to take up 
the growing of cotton, to bring in seed 
from the United States, and to attend to 
the proper cultivation of the crops, and 
the results have satisfactory. 1 
ought not to omit to mention. because | 
wish to do full justice to the association, 
that thev co-operated by making arrange- 
ments for the provision of machinery, 
and thereby rendered it easy for those in 
the Colonies to take up the industry. 
been 
satisfactory. I do not think the noble 
Duke quoted the figures. but the number 
of bales in 1902 was 680, and in 1905 the 
number was 5,000, and their value 
£150,000, Besides that, the quality was 
excellent, and I find that the West Indian 
cotton sold at from 2d. to 3d. above the 
best American cotton. Therefore I think 
the Colonial Office have done everything 
possible to help forward the growth of 
cotton in the West Indies. 


been 


Then I come to West Africa. The 
noble Duke asked me whether we were 
going to continue the grants. We have 
no intention whatever of throwing any 
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obstacles in the way. The grants depend | 
to some extent on the action of the local 
governments, but I have no reason to 
suppose they wish to withdraw them, and 
we shall certainly do everything we 
can to support their continuance. I 
do not think we can at present say 
with any exactitude what the results are 
in that part of the world. They are a 
good deal in the future ; but I will quote 
one figure to show a progress very similar 
to that of the West Indies. I find that 
in Lagos the increase in the number of 
bales since 1902 has been from 250 bales 
to 5.000 bales. 


I should like to remind the noble Duke 
of another sphere in which we have not 
been inactive, and which I do not think 
he referred to. I do not know if many 
of your Lordships have made acquaint- 
ance with the Scientific Department of 
the Imperial Institute, but I can say that 
if anyone would pay even a hurried visit 
to that institution he would find that 
investigations are going on there into 
many subjects which bear upon the com- 
mercial future of the Colonies, investiga- 
tions into minerals and other products, 
and more especially, under the direction. 
I think, of the Government to which the 
noble Duke belonged, into the question 
of cotton growing. The work of the 
Scientific Department certainly confirms 
the view of the value of West Africa, and 
perhaps I should say especially of 
Northern Nigeria, in this matter. I find 
in the Report of the British Cotton 
Growing Association that it is said that 
their representatives give the most 
enthusiastic reports about the capa- 
bilities of the country, and one gentle- 
man stated that some of the districts had 
the best cotton growing land he had ever 
seen. 


[ also read in the report that Northern 


Nigeria has a population of over 
10,000,000 and an area of 323,000 


square miles, which is equal to one-half 
of the cotton-producing States of North 


America. I think the experts in the 
Scientific Department entirely agree 


in their estimate of the 
future, with regard to cotton 
tion, that is before Northern Nigeria. 
They think that the climate there is 
exceedingly suitable, and it is to be 
remembered that the cultivation of 


great 
cultiva- 
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cotton is no new thing, but has been 
carried on there for generations. The 
sample at present, I understand, is not 
of the highest, but it is believed that, 
by careful cultivation, this may be 
easily remedied. I hope I have said 
enough to show the noble Duke that I 
am not unsympathetic with regard to the 
work of the Cotton Growing Association. 


[ pass now to the question of com- 
munications in West Africa. I am not 
prepared to deal with rates of railways 
or freights of ships. There was 
nothing in the noble Duke’s question 
which gave me any idea that informa- 


tion on that matter would be asked, 
and I would prefer to treat it 
as a separate matter. With regard 


to railways, however, there is just one 
reservation which I think I ought to 
make, and it is that I cannot accept any 
responsibility in the meantime as to the 
way in which any proposals ought to 
be dealt with from the point of 
view of finance. They have not 
reached a shape vet in which they could 
be put before the Department of the 
Government which is responsible in 
these matters, and it would not be 
proper for me to enter into a discussion 
until my colleagues who are responsible 
in that respect have had the proposals 
before them and given their opinion. 
But I do not quite agree with the noble 
Duke that nothing has been done since 
1903. 


*THe Deke or MARLBOROUGH: 
The noble Earl must have misunderstood 
me. I did not say that nothing had 
been done since 1903. I stated that 
the quotation which I read from the 
despatch of Sir Frederick Lugard was 
dated 1903. 


*THe Eart or ELGIN: 1903 
there has been a survey, which was gone 
into at great length under experienced en- 
gineers. I will refer to that later. I 
cannot, as I say, pledge myself to a 
specific plan or enter into the question of 
finance, but I do not see why I should be 
debarred from giving my opinion frankly 
on the Papers before me. In dealing 
with railways, as the noble Marquess 
opposite will remember from his Indian 
experience, as I do from mine, we al- 
Ways at once come into conflict between 


Since 
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State construction and construction by 
private enterprise. Indian experience has 
gone in both directions, but I think the 
accepted view there now is—at least it 
was when I came away—that on the 
whole the best thing for the country is 
that the ownership of the lines should 
be in the hands of the Government, but 
the working of them in the hands of com- 
panies. It is sometimes difficult to bring 
that about. but if we look to private en- 
terprise in a matter of this kind we have, 
of course, either to support it by some 
form of guarantee, of which we have had 


{LORDS} 








grievous experience, or we must support 
it. as has been done pretty frequently 
in other parts of Africa lately, by land 
grants. to which also there are consider- | 
able objections. 


In dealing with railway communication 
in this part of West Africa I think it is 
generally agreed that eventually there 
will have to be two main lines, one in the 
eastern part of the territory and one in 
the western. We need not discuss the 
one in the eastern part at present, as the 
country is not ready for it, but I may 
mention that it would have one great 
advantage—namely, that it would lead 
down to one of the best possible harbours 
at Old Calabar. With regard to the 
western system there is not quite the 
same advantage. The natural port for 
a main line opening out the country from 
the coast to the west would be Lagos, but 
there is this difficulty with regard to the 
port of Lagos, that it has a bar which neces- 
sitates transhipment of goods. Steamers 
cannot go within it. Works to get over the | 
difficulty in the ordinary way by running 
out moles would cost a very large sum 
of money and would take much time. 
But it has been suggested, and we are 
on the point, I hope, of agreeing to 
the project, that we should try the 
effect of what is called sand pump 
suction dredging, and it is hoped by that 
means the bar may be removed at very 
much less cost and in much less time. 








An alternative is to carry the line 
to a point lower down in Southern 
Nigeria at Warri or Sapele, but the 
difficulty there is that there is no large 
town as at Lagos, and there is con- 
siderable doubt as to the healthiness 
of the situation. The arguments against 


The Eurl of Elgin. 
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making a new port at Warri or Sapele 
were well summed up by Sir Frederick 
Lugard in the following passage— 

“ Were the construction of the railway fron 
the coast under discussion ab initio, there 
would, doubtless, be strong arguments for the 
selection of a port on which little expenditure 
would be needed, such as Warri or Sapele, 
where there is no bar, and ocean-going 
vessels can find sufhcient water at all times. 
But even in that case it would have to be 
considered whether these ports were sufficiently 
healthy, whether they aftorded sufficient room 
for the expansion of a large township, and it 
would have to be noted that the railway would 
not run through a country so densely popu- 
lated, or through so industrious a population 
as in the Lagos Protectorate, and that, instead 
of starting from a great trade centre like 
Lagos, everything would have to be created de 
novo at its sea port.” 

In that view I humbly concur. Granted 
that Lagos is to be the port, subject to 
certain details, there is not much difference 
ence of opinion as to the general route 
which would be followed wp to the Niger 
and across the Niger to Zaria and Kano. 


I come then to the proposal speci- 
fically referred to by the noble Duke 
which was made by Sir Frederick Lugard 
in 1903, and I am sure that noble Lords 
will believe, from the reference to that 
distinguished officer which I made. 
that I have the greatest respect for 
his opinion as the man on the spot. 
In this connection I should like to be 
allowed to refer in one word to a report 
which I understand has been current that 
Sir Frederick Lugard had been recalled. 
I think that is an extraordinary idea 
to have got abroad. As a matter ot 
fact, it is entirely and absolutely without 
foundation. I may tell your Lordships 
exactly what has happened. I ascer- 
tained that for certain reasons Si 
Frederick Lugard would like to come 
home. I was very anxious to see him 
in order to have an opportunity of con- 
sidering with him the problems of this 
region, and, after all, it is a very good 
thing to have a personal acquaintance 
with the man on the spot. I therefore 
suggested to Sir Frederick Lugard that 
he should have special leave of three 
months during this summer in order 
to enable him to come home. 


I wish to treat this proposal of Sn 
Frederick Lugard with all possible respect, 
but I would ask noble Lords to consider 


what is meant by laying down light 
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railways and laying them down rapidly. | 


I can understand light railways of the 
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_to say anything about Mr. Eaglesome, 


kind suggested being exceedingly useful | 


in dealing with prairie country or a 


veldt, where you can lay the sleepers | 


and the rails practically on the ground. 
[ can understand a light railway also 


being essential when you have to deal 


with very mountainous country, and I 
realise that a light railway would be 
advisable where one had to look forward 
to small traffic. But a light railway 
is not the most expedient or the most 
economical mode of construction where 
there are considerable works required ; 
and in this case, since Sir Frederick 
Lugard’s proposal was made, we have 
had a survey, to which the distinguished 
name of Sir Benjamin Baker is attached, 
and we find that he estimates that a 
2 feet 6 inch temporary railway would 
cost £1,700 000, and not £562,000 as was 
estimated. 


*THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH: 
What page in the Blue-book are you 
quoting from ? 


*THe Eart or ELGIN: Page 135. A 
3 feet 6 inch standard gauge railway 
would, it is estimated, cost £2,300,000, a 
difference of £600,000, which, though 
considerable, is not excessive. I would 
like to point out, in passing, that the noble 
Duke spoke of the Lagos railway as a 


heavy railway. The Lagos railway is a 
3 feet 6 inch railway, but it is not of a 


heavy type. I do not suppose that Sir 
Frederick Lugard has had any special 
training in railway surveying, and so, 
with all respect to him, I think I am 
justified in preferring the estimate put 
before us by the regular consulting 
engineers, and in thinking that it might 
not be an economic process to lay down a 
temporary 2 feet 6 inch line in place of 
carrying on the 3 feet 6 inch gauge, if 
that is at all possible. 


*THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH: 
Sir Frederick Lugard was supported in 
his views by Mr. Eaglesome, a very dis- 
tinguished engineer, who, although he 
cannot, of course, be compared with Sir 
Benjamin Baker, is undoubtedly an ex- 
pert and a gentleman in whose opinion we 
can place some confidevce. 


of whom I have no personal knowledge, 
but it is stated in the Papers that he had 
had some experience in India in a some- 
what subordinate capacity. There is 
one other matter with regard to this 
temporary 2 feet 6 inch line to which I 
would like to call attention. It is that 
by constructing it we should establish or 
at any rate, run the risk of, another diffi- 
culty. The noble Marquess will remember 
the battle of the gauges. If there is any 
thing more undesirable than another in 
the development of a country [am con- 
vinced that it is to introduce, if you can 
possibly avoid it, two systems of gauge. 


No doubt, from the point of view of 
rapidity of construction, Sir Frederick 
Lugard’s proposal has advantages, but 
his proposal deals only with a line from 
the upper bank of the Niger to Kano. 
What would that mean as regards the 
development of the cotton industry ? 
It would mean that everything would be 
brought down to the Niger and then be 
conveyed by the river. If the river 
were the same at all times of the vear 
that might be a very excellent mode of 
transit, and I often think that in these 
days of railways sufficient attention is not 
paid to the use we might make of rivers. 
But in this particular instance I[ think it 
would be rather a dangerous experiment. 
The depth of the Niger varies very much, 
and though for two months in the years 
ships drawing ten or twelve feet of 
water could get up to the point at which 
Sir Frederick Lugard’s line would reach 
the river, for eight months there is a 
maximum depth of three and a half feet, 
and for two months it falls to much less. 
So that unless the cotton trade were very 
carefully manceuvred to come within two 
months there would be something like an 
TIN passe. 


As I have said, I am not speaking of 
any plan officially adopted. I only wish 
to respond to the noble Duke by giving 
him frankly and freely the view I have 
formed after very carefully reading the 
Papers. I confess that, from my reading 
of them, I think the best development 
of this kind, particularly with a view of 
reaching the cotton-growing fields of 
Nigeria—if we have any faith in the 
belief that these fields will result in very 
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large trade—would be to push on as 
rapidly as possible from the base the 
system of railway already begun. There 
is, as I have said, no real difference of 
opinion as to the route, and the line 
might gradually be pushed on from 
the point it has reached now to the 
Niger, crossing the ver, not necessarily 


{LORDS} 





in the first place by an expensive bridge. | 


possibly by a steam ferry, and continuing 
along the route Sir Frederick Lugard 
has advocated. 


*THe DUKE OF 
How many years does the noble Earl 
estimate that would take / 


*Tue Kart or ELGIN: That is ask- 
ing me to go into an engineering detail, 
which I am not able to do. It depends 
on how much money is provided. 


MARLBOROUGH : 
that it will take 


*THE DUKE OF 
It has been stated 
fifteen vears, or more. 


*THe Eart or ELGIN: If the noble 
Duke will further study the Papers he 
will find that a seven years scheme is 
drawn out. There is no reason why the 
thing should not be pushed forward if 
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Navigation Comimission. 


tion had been called to the “ Report"of 
the Federal Commission on the Naviga- 
tion Bill,” a summary of which appeared 
in The Times of the 26th April, and, if 
they would cause the whole of that Report 
to be printed, and issued as a Parlia- 
mentary Paper: and also to inquire of 
them if they were in possession of the 
evidence upon which that Report was 
based ; and, if not, whether they would 


‘cable to Australia for a copy of that 


MARLBOROUGH : | 


evidence, so that if thought desirable 
thev could reprint and distribute as a 
Parliamentary Paper such portions of it 
as were of general and not merely of local 
interest. The noble Lord said: My Lords, 


‘In the summary of the Report as it 


the money were available and there was | 


real reason for pushing it on at greater 
speed. 


from the base. 


No doubt the most economical | 
way would be to push it on in sections | 
It is true, as has been | 


said in regard to the financial position, | 
that Northern Nigeria has to come to the | 


British Treasury for a large portion of 
the expenses of the administration of the 
Protectorate, and for my part I do not 
hesitate to say that, if this industry has 
really the possibilities which I for one 


think it has, a very good argument to | 


put before the Government is that the 
best way of making this Protectorate self- 
supporting would be to assist it in ob- 
taining the railway connection without 


which the large trade we may hope to look | 


forward to cannot be realised. 


AUSTRALIAN NAVIGATION 
COMMISSION, 


*LORD ELLENBOROUGH ‘rose to ask 





appeared in The Times of the 26th ot 
April, there are forty-five findings or 
recommendations. I intend to refer to 
only the first seven of these. and mean to 


do so as briefly as possible. I shall, how 


ever, take the opportunity of remarking 
that the Report appears to me to concern 
the Board of Trade more nearly than the 
Colonial Office. The first of these find- 
ings says that the number of British sea- 
men employed on British ships is declin- 
ing. and that this is chiefly due to thei 
unfavourable surroundings. Your Lord- 
ships will recollect that a great deal ot 
evidence to this effect was lately given 
before a Departmental Committee of the 
Board of Trade, which reported in 1903, 


The first recommendation of this Com- 
mission refers to the housing of the sea- 
men, and recommends that they should 
be entitled to 120 cubic feet of air space 
per man. According to Section 210 of 
Merchant Shipping Act of 1894, 72 cubic 
feet is the minimum of space for the sea- 
man, and in this confined space he has 


to keep all his personal property. But 
according to paragraph 107 of the 


Regulations for the Army Medical Ser- 
vices a soldier is entitled to 600 cubic feet 
when in barracks, 500 cubic feet when in 
huts, and to a great deal more when in 
hospital. Will vour Lordships consider 
for a moment what 72 cubic feet of space 
actually means? It is 2 feet broad, 6 feet 
long, and 6 feet high. This is the sea- 
man’s or the fireman’s bedroom, dining 
room, dressing room, his sole living room. 
and in it he has to keep all his belongings. 
Surely 120 cubic feet is not too much for 


His Majesty’s Government if their atten- | these purposes. 


The Earl of Elgin. 
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The next recommendation is that this 
small space should be properly ven- 
tilated—a very humble request. The 
third suggestion is that bath-rooms 
supplied with hot water should be avail- 
able on steamships for engineers, firemen 
and others, when coming off duty. This 
may sound luxurious, but itis a necessity 
ot health that men on leaving stoke-hole 
work should be able to cleanse them- 
selves properly. Coal dust, when mixed 
with perspiration, grease and oil, cannot 
he got rid of without hot water. Men 
should not have to go to the small sleeping 
places I have referred to while still 
smothered in dirt. Who wants a chimney 
sweep coming off work in the dress of his 
calling as a fellow-passenger ina sleeping- 
car? Yet the sweep is by far the cleaner 
of the two, as he is merely a carboniferous 
creature and has nothing to do with 
oleaginous matters. A horse coming in 
from hunting is always given a good rub 
down, and a stoker is quite as much in 
need of similar treatment. All the 
better class of steamers have bath rooms 
already. 

The next sections say that the men’s 
quarters should be adequately lighted, 
that cooks should be certificated, that 
an improved scale of provisioning should 
be adopted, and that ships’ victualling 
bills should be lable to examination. 
The Report also states that— ‘ 

“To obtain good work it has always been 

found profitable by shrewd employers to 
~upply good food to their employees.” 
An owner gets back the value of his monev 
if he gives plenty of oats to his hard- 
worked horses. Most shipowners un- 
doubtedly act with justice towards their 
men, but those who think that a new 
Merchant Shipping Act is unnecessary 
should read some of the evidence given 
inthe Bankruptcy Courts as to the manner 
in which both officers and men are occa- 
sionally treated by shipowners. 


The last suggestion to which I shall 
call attention is that men should be 
entitled to two-thirds of their wages 
on touching at any port. I have been 
informed that quite recently seamen 
belonging to thirteen of our principal 
ports have petitioned the Board of Trade 
to the effect that one-half of their wages 
may be made payable monthly as contem- 
plated by Parliament in 1880, and in 
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Section 141 of the Merchant Shipping 
Act of 1894. I should like to see the 
substance of all these recommendations 
accepted by the Board of Trade and by 
Parliament as regards our own merchant 
shipping. 


Navigation Commission. 


With reference to the rest of the Report, 
some of it concerns only Australia. It 
contains also several suggestions which, if 
acted upon, would, I think, put unneces- 
sary burdens on shipowners and tend to 
throw our ships and men out of employ- 
ment. But I consider that I have now 
said enough to show that this Report 
is worth obtaining and reprinting. With 
reference to the evidence upon which it 
is based, as I have not vet seen it I do 
not know how bulky it may be, but from 
the conclusions of the Commission I think 
it certain that some portions of it must 
be of interest to those concerned with 
the shipping of this country, and that it 1s 
desirable that some of it should be re- 
printed for their use and for the informa- 
tion of Members of both Houses. If 
neither the Colonial Office nor the Board 
of Trade are vet im possession of copies 
of this Report and evidence, I hope that 
the Government will cable for them, so 
that thev may arrive in time to be read 
by Members of both Houses who take an 
interest in the Merchant Shipping Bill 
which is now being discussed in another 
place. 


*The Eart of ELGIN: My Lords, I 
have received the report of the Com- 
mission appointed by the Governors 
General of Australia to examine into 
and report upon the Navigation Bill, 
but I have not vet received the appendices 
or the evidence. I will telegraph for 
copies of these documents, and I propose 
when the Papers are completed to place 
a copy of them in the library of the House. 
[ cannot say at present whether it will 
be necessary to reprint the whole ot 
them as a Parliamentary Paper, but | 
will give consideration to that matter 
when the Papers reach me. With regard 
to the observations which the noble Lord 
has made I am not quite sure, as they 
to a large extent deal with matters that 
are contained in a Bill now before the 
other House, that they were strictly in 
order. But I would like to point out 
that in the first paragraph of the 
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Report it is stated that in view of 
the suggestion of the Imperial Gov- 
ernment that delegates from Australia 
and New Zealand should attend 
a conference to be held in London at 
which the whole question of navigation 
as it affects the Empire might be dis- 
cussed, its revision has been postponed for 
the present ; and I am informed that in 
principle the Board of Trade is in sub- 
stantial agreement with most of the 
recommendations and findings of the 
Commission, and that some 
merely supplement proposals for legis- 
lation now before the Imperial Parlia- 
ment. Should the Australian Govern- 
ment agree to the conference proposed 
by the Imperial Government, the Board 
of Trade will have an opportunity of 


considering further what result legislation | 
on the lines of the recommendations of | 
the | 


the Commission would have on 
shipping and commerce of this country. 


ST. HELENA GARRISON, 
*EKart BATHURST: My Lords, I rise 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether His Majesty’s Govern- 


ment are aware of the great loss that will | 


be entailed on the islanders of St. Helena 
through the withdrawal of the garrison 
from that place, and whether they pro- 
pose to pay any compensation or assist 
the inhabitants in any other way. 

As your Lordships know, it has been 
decided by the Army Council that the 
garrison shall be withdrawn from St. 
Helena. Last year the infantry were 
recalled from the island, and we learnt 
from a reply to a question in the House 
of Commons last week that the artillery 
and engineers are to be withdrawn next 
October. I was for nearly fifteen months 
stationed at St. Helena with my battalion 
during the Boer War, and I had good 
opportunities of seeing the conditions 
under which these people live. Your 
Lordships know the peculiar position of 
St. Helena and its isolated situation. 
You have heard of its inhospitable 
rocks and bare coast, but there 
are fertile valleys in the island 
where it is possible to grow vegetables 
and fruit, and also stretches of rough 


grass land where a certain number of | 


cattle can be reared. In the old days, 
when this island was in the possession of 


The Eurl of Elgin. 


‘LORDS} 
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| the East India Company—in the days o 
slavery and Chinese labour—it was very 
prosperous, and the Governor was in 
receipt of a very large sum of money. 
It was also an important port of call 
for ships on their way to India and to 
South Africa. A large amount of fruit 
and vegetables were grown there as well 
as coffee of rich quality. 


Garrison. 


Now, my Lords, this has all changed, 
|The market for this produce has gone, 
| and the troops quartered on the island 
constitute the only market remaining, 
There are practically no exports at all, 
and when the troops are withdrawn from 
the island the market will have gone and 
desolation will be the result. I think 
the state of that island may then be very 
well described, as another place has so 
aptly been, as an island where the 
inhabitants earn a precarious living by 
taking in each other's washing. In 
| support of my remarks I should like to 
'read a letter I received not very long 
ago from one of the colonists on the 
Island. He writes— 

“ What news we have is only by cable, and 
the whole of the inhabitants are in sad dis- 
tress. The infantry were withdrawn a year 
ago, and that was a sad blow to the place. If 
the artillery are also to go it simply means 
ruin to the whole community. One is afraid to 
think what will happen. The labourers will 
starve, as those who employ labour now will 
not be in a position to do this if this scheme is 
carried out, as the employers will scarcely be 
able to exist themselves. The only island 
industry is raising stock and agricultural 
produce for the troops, the occasional vessel 
of war and sailing ship calling for supplies 
heing things of the past. The town has lately 
been thoroughly drained by the Colonial 
Government, but the householders have to 
refund the money, the loan being spread over 
a number of years. Many people will conse- 
quently lose their property, this being the 
penalty of non-payment. If St. Helena is of 
value in time of war the Imperial Government 
should help us in time of peace in the peculiar 
circumstances in which we are situated.’ 


| I think this letter may well be de- 
| scribed as a voice from St. Helena. It 
\is the cry of people in distress, and on 
| those grounds I have ventured to bring 
| this question to your Lordships’ notice. 
'The debt referred to was incurred 
| through troops and prisoners of war being 
| quartered on the island. It was found 
|that the drainage of the town was in 
such an unsatisfactory state that a large 
/ sum of money had to be spent, and I think 
‘this was done largely by the order of 
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the Colonial Government. Churches and | 
schools will also become vacant and | 
useless. There is a Bishop of St. Helena | 
and also a cathedral, besides two other 
churches. There is a Roman Catholic 
priest and a chapel. This priest is) 
Consul for several foreign nations, as he 
is the only one who understands these 
various languages. He will have to 
leave the island, as there are only one 
or two inhabitants who are Roman 
Catholics. The reason for his being 
there was purely to meet the requirements 
of the Roman Catholics among the 
garrison. | 

I hope the noble Earl will be able to, 
inform the House in what way and to, 
what extent he is able to help this 
Colony. I bring this question forward | 
rather as a request for charity from the 
(Government, and I hope the noble Earl 
will be able to tell your Lordships that | 
His Majesty’s Government are prepared to | 
render some assistance, otherwise these 
poor people, with ruin staring them in 
the face, will sink in misery and distress. 
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*THe Eart or ELGIN: My Lords, 
I confess that I have some sympathy 
with St. Helena. The garrison of St. 
Helena has an historical interest for us 
all, and I regret that the necessities of 
the British Empire have compelled its 
withdrawal at this moment. But, after 
all, the House must remember that it | 
is only 100 men who are withdrawn, | 
and I find it a little difficult to believe | 
that ruin and destruction should seize 
upon the whole island in consequence | 
of that withdrawal. The Government 
have given some practical evidence of 
their compassion, for if the decision 
of the Army Council had been rigorously 
carried out the garrison would have, 
left already, but we thought that that 
would be dealing rather hardly with 
the islanders, and that they ought to 
have six months to make arrangements. 
I am afraid I cannot hold out any hope 
th t we shall be «ble to find money to 
compensate the islanders. I am_ told 
that there is no precedent for paying 
compensation to individuals in a case 
of this kind. In regard to the island 
itself, of course it will be in the ordinary 
position of any Crown Colony. At pre- 
sent it has a surplus on its revenue—a 
sign of some prosperity, I hope—but 
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if the revenue did not prove to be suffi- 
cient, I suppose the island would come 
upon the Imperial Government, like 
other Crown Colonies, for a grant in aid. 
If that happens, the British Treasury, 
which profits by the withdrawal of the 
garrison, will have to pay something by 
way of a grant in aid to the island. But 
that, of course, is a matter of public 
administration. So far as the inha- 
bitants are concerned, though I am in 
sympathy with them, I am afraid I can 
hold out no hopes of compensation 
being found for them. 


the Congo State. 





GREAT BRITAIN AND THE CONGO 
STATE. 


THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, before the House adjourns, I 


| wish to ask the noble Lord who represents 


the Foreign Office a Question of which 
I have given him private notice. It is 
stated in the newspapers to-day, ap- 


|parently with authority, that a very 
‘important arrangement has been con- 
'cluded between the Congo State and 
| His Majesty’s Government. 
| be glad, I think, if the noble Lord could 


We should 


tell us whether that statement is correct 
and whether it is the intention of His 
Majesty’s Government to lay any Papers 
on the Table with regard to it. 


The UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Firz- 
MAURICE): My Lords, it is the case 
that yesterday a treaty was signed 
on behalf of this country by the Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs and on behalf 
of the Congo State by Baron van Eetvelde, 
who had come over here for the purpose. 
The statement which has appeared in 
regard to it is substantially correct. As, 
however, the matters referred to involve 
a great amount of complicated geo- 
graphical detail, I am sure the noble 
Marquess will agree with me that it 
would not be desirable that I should 


/attempt to make any statement with 


regard to the contents of the treaty 
at this moment. The House will all 
the more readily accept that from me 
when I announce that I shall lay Papers 
almost immediately—certainly not later 
than Monday next. 
House adjourned at half-past Six 
o'clock, till ‘To-morrow, half- 
past Ten o'clock. 


3 D 
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HOUSE QF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 10th May, 1906. 


The House met at Quarter before Three 
of the Clock. 


One other Member took and subscribed 
the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 


First Reading thereof, no Standing 
Orders are applicable, — viz. :—Local 
Government Provisional Order (Poor 
Law) Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a 


second time To-morrow. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. :—Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Gas) Bill. 

Ordered, that the 
second time To-morrow. 


Bills be read a 


London County Buildings Bill, Peter- 
borough Gas Bill. As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time. 


STANDING ORDERS. 

Standing Order 157a, relating to Pri- 
vate Business, was read and amended, in 
line 3, by inserting, after the word 
“ Trade,” the words “and His Majesty’s 
Office of Works.” And in line 6, by 
inserting, after the word “Trade,” the 
words “and His Majesty’s Office of 
Works.”—(The Chairman of Ways and 
Means.) 


{COMMONS} 
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Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 7.) Bill. “To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Govern- 
ment Board relating to Carnarvon, 
Sheffield, the South West Gloucester- 
shire United Districts, and Whitby,” 
presented by Mr. Runciman ; supported 
by Mr. John Burns; read the first 
time, and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 199.] 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill. “To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Bude, 
Camberley and District, East Barnet 
Valley, Exeter (Extension), Frome 
(Amendment), Higham Ferrers, Rushden 
and Wellingborough (Rural District), 
Mid- Durham, Wealdstone, Wisbech 
(Amendment), and Yardley (Amend- 
ment),” presented by Mr. Kearley; 
supported by Mr. Lloyd-George ; read 
the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. {Bill 200.] 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order 
(No. 1) Bill. Reported, without Amend- 
ment [Provisioval Order confirmed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 

sill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill. Reported, with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; 
report to lie upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered 
To-morrow. 


Ascot District Gas (Electric Lighting) 
Bill; Brixham Gas (Electric Lighting) 
Bill. Reported, with Amendments ; Re- 
ports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed, 


Shettield Assay Office Bill [Lords]. 
Reported, without Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
Bill to be read the third time. 


Accrington District Gas and Water 
Board Bill [Lords]; Holyhead Water 
Bill [Lords]; London County Council 
(Tramways and Improvements) Bill. Re- 
ported, with Amendments ; Reports to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
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Petitions. 


Middlesex County Council (Tramways) 
Bill. Reported [Preamble not proved] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


Bristol Corporation Bill ; Metropolitan 
District Railway Bill. Reported, with 
Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 5). 


Mr. ASHTON reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group 5 of Railway Bills that 
the parties promoting the Cork Link 
Railways Bill had stated that the evidence 
of Timothy J. O'Mahony was essential to 
their case; and it having been proved 
that his attendance could not be procured 


without the intervention of the House, | 


he had been instructed to move that the 
said Timothy J. O'Mahony do attend the 
said Committee upon Monday, May 14th, 
at Eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That Timothy J. O'Mahony 
do attend the Committee on Group 5 of 
Railway Bills upon Monday next, at 
Eleven of the clock. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to make provision for dealing with 
the arrears of dividend on the preference 
and Second Preference Shares of the 
Buenos Ayres Grand National Tramways, 
Company, Limited, and the accumulated 
balance to the debit of its revenue account ; 
and for the increase and re-arrangement 
of its capital ; and for other purposes.” 
| Buenos Ayres Grand National Tramways 
sill [ Lords. | 


Buenos Ayres Grand National Tram- 
ways Bill [Lords]; read the first time ; 


and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 
PETITIONS. 


BUILDING LANDS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
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CUAL MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 

Petitions in favour; from Alvecote ; 
Amington ; Ansley Hall; Arley; Attle- 
borough; Baddesley; Barnacle; Bed- 
worth; Bell Green; Birch Coppice ; 
Bulkington ; Chilvers Coton ; Coalville ; 
Collyeroft; Dudley; Dufiryn; Exhall 
(two) ; Glascote ; Hawkesbury ; Highley ; 
Kinlet ; Longford; Nuneaton; Oaken- 
gates; Pensnett; Pooley Hall; Rates 
Hill; Ringsbury ; Sowe Waste ; Stock- 
ingford (three) ; Tunnel Pit; Tyrergyd ; 
Whiteley ; Wilnecote ; and, Wyken Col- 
lieries ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES} 
BILL. 
Petition from Clapham, against, to lie 
upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL (RELIGIOUS TEACHING). 

Petitions against alteration of Law ; 
From Acton Beauchamp ; Aikton (three) ; 
Alburgh; Alcester; Alveston ; Amble- 
cote; Ansley; Ansty; Aston Cantlow ; 
Barlaston (two) ; Barmington ; Bedworth ; 
Blackburn; Bowness on Solway and 
Aikton; Bramham; Brinklow; Bursle- 
don (two) ; Catton with Stamford Bridge ; 
Carlisle ; Cathedine (two); Chilvers 
Coton ; Chorley (two) ; Clifton on Duns- 
more ; Colne (two) ; Combroke ; Coventry 
(two); Cubbington ; Cuckfield ; Eastern 
Green (two); Elton; Ettington ; Foles- 


hill; Forton; Freshford; Gaydon; 
Glastonbury — (two) ; Grandborough ; 
Halford; Hanging Heaton (two); 
Harbury ; Hartshill; Haselor; Hough- 
ton in the Dale; Hulme Walfield ; 
Hunningham; MHurdsfield; — Idlicote ; 


Kenilworth (two); Keresley ; Kilmersdon ; 
Leamington ; Lillington ; Little Walsing- 
ham (two) ; Loxley ; Lydd; Macclesfield 


(four); Manchester; Monks Kirby ; 
Moreton Morrell; Newbold Pacey ; 
North Stoneham; Nottingham; Old- 


berrow cum Morton Bagot and Spernall ; 
Old Milverton ; Oxwich (two); Preston 
Bagot ; Priors Hardwick ; Priors Marston ; 
Ratley ; Ringwould (two) ; Snitterfield ; 
Soothill Upper (two); Stockton ; Sutton 
with Macclesfield (two); Swanington ; 
Twickenham (East); Tysoe; Wappen 
bury ; Warwick (three); Wasperton : 
Wellow (two) ; West Dean with Binder- 
ton (two); Westgate on Sea; Weston 


(Warwick); Whichford ; Wolford ; Wol- 





Petition from Forfar, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


vey ; and, Worsthorne with Hurstwood : 
to lie upon the Table. 
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EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petitions for alteration ; From Dorset ; 
Sandwich ; and, Trowbridge ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petition from Portsmouth, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


| 
EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 


(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Forfar, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE (No. 2) BILL. 


Petition of the Incorporated Society of | 
Law Agents in Scotland, in favour; to | 


lie upon the Table. 


LAND VALUES TAXATION &c. (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Petition from Forfar, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LAND VALUES TAXATION &c. (SCOT- | 


LAND) BILL. 


Petition from the Royal Burghs of Scot- 
land, in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) ACT | 


(1854) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Forfar, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


GOVERNMENT 
(No. 2) BILL. 
Petition from Forfar, for alteration ; 
t» lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL (SCOTLAND) 


SMALL TENANTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Forfar, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Forfar, for alteration ; | 


to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
EAST INDIA (ESTIMATE). 


Copy presented, of Estimate of Revenue 
and Expenditure of the Government of 
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(India for 1905-6, compared with the 
| results of 1904-5 [by Act]; to lie upon 
| the Table, and to be printed. [No. 164.] 

| EAST INDIA (FINANCE AND REVENUE 
| ACCOUNTS). 

Copy presented, of Finance and 
Revenue Accounts of the Government of 
| India for 1904-5 [by Act]; to lie upon 
| the Table. 


Questions. 


| 


EAST INDIA (HOME ACCOUNTS), 

| Copy presented, of Home Accounts of 
the Government of India |by Act]; to 
tie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 165.] 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 
| Copy presented, of Return of the 
‘number of Evictions in Ireland for the 
| quarter ended March 31st, 1906 [by 
Command}; to lie upon the Table. 


| INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Rule amending the 
Time Table of Examinations for 1906 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Report, Annual Series, No. 3582 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
NORTH SEA FISHERY INVESTIGA- 
TIONS. 

Copy presented, of Reports of the 
British Delegates attending the Meetings 
of the International Council for the 
Exploration of the sea in 1903, 1904, and 
1905, and Reports and Correspondence 
relating thereto [by Command]; to lhe 
upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS CIRCU- 
LATED WITH THE VOTES. 


| 

| Fixing of Irish Rents. 

| Mr. HALPIN (Clare, W.): Toask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
'of Ireland if he will state whether the 
assessor who attends the head Land Com- 

/ mission on the 12th June next at Ennis, 
in the County of Clare, will fix rents on 











le 
nh 


dd 
of 


of 
to 
d. 


he 
he 


by 


). 
nd 


d+) 
“= 


/A- 


che 
igs 
the 
nd 
nce 
he 


the 
ant 
the 
om- 
nis, 

on 


1457 


Questions. 


the assumption that Canadian cattle will 
be admitted in the near future. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) Tam informed 
by the Land Commission that the appeal 
court referred to will fix rents after hear- 
ing the parties, and having regard to the 
interest of the landlord and tenant respec- 
tively, and having considered all the 
circumstances of the case, holding, and 
district. The assessor must hear the 
evidence, and on the application of either 
of the parties inspect the holding and 
report thereon to the Judicial Commis- 
sioners in the prescribed manner. 


Mr. HALPIN: To ask the Chief Sec- 
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retary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he will state who is the assessor | 
appointed to attend with the head Land | 
Commission announced to be held at | 
Ennis, county Clare, on the 12th June | 
next; what are his qualifications and 
experiences as a land valuer; is he to 
value holdings according to their appear- 
unce without regard to the quality of the 
soil and subsoil ; will he, when valuing 
lands, allow for the top dressing put on 
this spring ; and whether he will give 
instructions to the sub and Chief Commis- 
sioners to do justice to the tenants in 
view of their buying their holdings ? 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) Tam informed 
by the Land Commission that it would be 
irregular and undesirable that they should 
state for the purposes of a reply in Parlia- 
ment the names and qualifications of the 
assessors who are to sit with the Judicial | 





Commissioners in cases which have yet to | 
be heard. The discussion in Parliament 
of such pending cases, and the subjecting 
of the assessors to criticism in advance of | 
the hearing would, in the opinion of the 
Land Commissioners lead to serious 
embarrassment, and render it increasingly 
difficult to carry on the business of the Land 
Commission. Upon the hearing of ap- | 
peals the assessors sit in open court, and 
all persons concerned then become aware 
of the composition of the tribunal by 
which their cases are to be decided. 
existing assessors were appointed in 1903 


as being persons of skill and experience | 


The | 


> 
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Improvements of Irish Lands. 

Mr. MEAGHER (Kilkenny, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether in view of the 
fact that the Land Commissioners have 
power, under Section 12, Sub-section 1, of 
the Irish Land Act, 1903, to improve 
lands purchased by them, will he state 
how muchland has beenimproved, drained, 
or reclaimed, and to what extent they 
have otherwise exercised the powers 
conferred on them by Section 12, Sub- 
section 2, of the Act of 1903, or have the 
Land Commissioners issued any Return 
showing the amount of small or congested 
holdings which have been enlarged or 
exchanged by them ? 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that it would not 
be possible to furnish a statement of the 
exact area of land improved, drained, 
or reclaimed. They have, however, 
furnished me with the following summary, 
which indicates the matters on which 
sums have been expended by them for the 
benefit or improvement of estates or 
untenanted land under the section 
referred to. The figures given indicate 
the amounts sanctioned up to 31st March 
last for expenditure on the different 
matters enumerated, portion of the sums 
being still in course of expenditure, and 
the sums expended being drawn from the 
Reserve Fund pursuant to Section 43 (1) 
of the Act. 


£ 

Buildings and repair of houses . 17,465 
Drainage, fencing, and amalga- 

mation of holdings . 2,508 

Improvement works generally 4,495 

| Advances and grants for stock 5,420 

Special purposes ‘ ‘ : 594 

Total expenditure sanctioned £30,482 


to date 


Up to the present the Commissioners 
have not exercised the compulsory powers 
given them by Section 12, Sub-section (2), 
which have reference only to a congested 
estate. As appears by the Commissioners’ 
Annual Report to 31st March, 1905, 
eighty-eight holdings had up to that date 
been enlarged by the addition of parcels, 





in agriculture, in accordance with the 89th | and from that date to 31st March, 1906, 
Section of the Act. The qualifications of | 170 additional holdings had been similarly 
these gentlemen have already been stated enlarged, making a total of 258 holdings 
in Parliamentary Papers. | enlarged. : 
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Temporary Assistant Land Commis- | 
sioners. | ry 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) : To 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- | 


tenant of Ireland what are the names of 
all persons who have been appointed for 
the first time to the office of Temporary 
Assistant Commissioner (non-legal) in the 


Irish Land Commission under the Rules of | 


13th March, 1899; the date on which 
each of them was appointed ; whether he 
did or did not pass the examination for 
such appointments which was prescribed 
by the Civil Service Commissioners ; and 
if he did not pass it, by whom was he 
examined with the view of ascertaining 
that he possessed the qualifications re- 
quired by the said Rules. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The following 
is a list of all persons who have been 
appointed for the first time to the oftice of 
Temporary Assistant Commissioner (non- 
legal) under the rules made by the Irish 
Land Commissioners, on the 13th March, 
1899 :— 





Date of first 











Name. appointment. 
Bomford, G.L. 3rd June 1899. 
Cochrane, G.A. as 

(a) Croasdaile, L. " 

(a) Esmonde, T.L. ‘a 
Greene, R.W. 3 
Humphreys, 

W.D. 2 

(b) Macoun, J. | e 
Owen, k.H. 5 

(b) Pinkerton, R.D. r 
Smith, S.E. 9 

(c) West, A.W. Pa 


| 

(a) Not re-appointed Ist April 1906. But is 
employed for a few weeks to complete un- 
finished work. 

(b) Not re-appointed Ist October 1903. Staff 
then reduced. Has, however, within the past 
few days been appointed for temporary duty 
undef Estates Commissioners. 





| Date of first 
appointment. 
| 





_(b) Dobbs, A.C. 26th August 1899, 


| 

(¢) Green, TS. 

Harvey, R. | 

Marsh, R.M. | 
Smyth, P.R. 

(d) Strain, D. | 
(d) Wark, J.A. 


Bagot, J.C. 4th September 


1889, 
(d) Stuart, W.H. 16th May 1900. 
(c) Kyle, W.H. 8th May 1901. 
Flanagan, M. 2nd April 1906. 


Gill, J. 


Howard, J.J. ‘3 
Lafferty, P. re 
Linehan, T. : 





The statutory rules of March 15th, 
1899, which state the «qualifications 
necessary for Assistant Commissioners, 
do not prescribe examination. The late 
Government, however, thought that an 
examination would be useful in enabling 
them to select gentlemen out of a 
nominated list, and the first twenty-one 
gentlemen named in the above statement 
were examined accordingly. The present 
Government considered that examination 
was not necessarily a suitable mode of 
selection for men whose wide practical 
experience was fully established by 
sufficient evidence, and the last five on 
the list were accordingly appointed by 
the Government who were satisfied, after 
they had all been seen and questioned, 
that they possessed the statutory quali- 
fications in an eminent degree. 





(c) Not re-appointed 1st October 1903. Statf 
then reduced. But subsequently re appointed 
toa vacancy by the late Government, 

(d) Not re-appointed Ist October 1903. Staff 
then reduced. 
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The New Forest as a Military Training ; venient facilities for an exhibition of the 


Ground. 

Mr. FIENNES (Oxfordshire, Ban- 
bury): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, in view of the fact that 
large tracts of land in the New Forest 
belonging to the Crown are valuable for 
the camping and training of soldiers of all 
branches of the service, owing to the 
practical and natural facilities they afford, 
he will consider the advisability of taking 
steps to make use of this land on a large 
scale for military purposes. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
I am glad that my hon. friend has given 
me the opportunity of pointing out how 
much the War Department is indebted to 
the Ottice of Woods and Forests for the 


facilities which they have granted every | 


year for training in the New Forest. At 


the same time I am glad to draw attention | 


to the great assistance given to us by the 
verderers. I can assure my hon. friend 
that, in view of the constant help given 
to the troops by both the Office of Woods 


and Forests and the verderers, there is no | 


necessity to take any steps of the nature 
suggested in the Question. 


Accommodation at Fort George. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 


ask the Secretary of State for War, in | 


view of the fact that the casemates at 


Fort George Barracks were built in 1745, | 


and that casemates have been condemned 
for many years by every officer quartered 
in these barracks, will arrangements be 


made for the erection of new barracks or | 


suitable sleeping accommodation for regi- 
ments quartered at Fort George. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
My hon. friend is mistaken in supposing 


that officers quartered in barracks have | 
the power to condemn any portion of | 


them, ‘There is no present intention of 
providing new accommodation. 


Exhibition of the New Short Rifle. 
Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he will state the cause of 


the delay in placing the new short rifle in | 


the Tea Room. 


(Answered by Mr, Seeretary’ Haldane.) 
The rifle was handed in to the office of the 
Sergeant at Arms on May 3rd, and is, 1 
believe, on view inthe Cloak Room. The 
Tea Room was found to afford no con- 


{10 May 1906} 


Questions. 1462 


qualities of this weapon. 


| Disturbances at Brunei. 

Sm EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 
To ask the Under Secretary of State for 
| the Colonies if he has now any information 
| from the Resident thowing light upon the 
| unrest and disturbances in the Sultanate 
of Brunei. 
| 


(Answerered by Mr. Churchill.) The 

information is being asked for by despatch, 

'and cannot be received for some time to 
| come. 


Examination for Veterinary Inspectors of 
the Board of Agricultuce. 

Mr. ROWLANDS (Kent, Dartford) : 
|To ask the hon. Member for South 
| Somerset, as representing the President of 
| the Board of Agriculture, whether the 
examination of veterinary inspectors of 
the Animals Division of the Board of 
| Agriculture for promotion to the perma- 
nent staff is the same as the examination 
for fellowship of the Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons ; if so, whether those 
inspectors now holding. the fellowship 
| degree of the Royal College of Veterinary 
| Surgeons can be exempted from the 
‘veterinary portion of that examination ; 
' and whether he is aware that in the Army 
veterinary service it is the practice to 
exempt fellows of the Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons from undergoing 
the examination on promotion from cap- 
tains to majors 


(Answered by Sir Edward Strachey.) 
The scheme of examination for our 
| veterinary inspectors has not yet been 
finally settled, but it is probable that it 
will differ materially from that for the 
Fellowship of the Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons. This being the 
case, and in view of the special character 
of the work of our veterinary inspectors, 
it is doubtful whether the suggestion 
'made by my hon. friend is one which 
| could with advantage be adopted, but the 
| matter is one for determination by the 
| Civil Service Commissioners and not by 
the Board themselves. The reply to the 
| concluding inquiry of my hon. friend is 
in the affirmative. 


Erection of New Elementary Schools at 
Trelogan and Gwespyr. 


Sir. THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): To ask the President of the Board 
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of Education whether he will take steps 
to send down an official to ascertain on the 
spot the local circumstances — before 
sanctioning the erection of new public 
elementary schools at Trelogan and 
Gwespyr (Flint). 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) In both of 
the cases named the question of the pro- 
vision of a council school by the local 
authority has already been definitely 
decided by the Board in the affirmative. 
In the first-named case, however, there is 
an outstanding point as to the size of the 
school, and on this I shall be happy to 
send an official to the locality, as requested, 
to ascertain the circumstances with preci- 
sion for the information of the Board. 


Pay of Peterhead Prison Guard. 

Mr. JAMES MURRAY (Aberdeen- 
shire, E.): To ask the Secretary for 
Scotland whether he is aware that the 
sergeant, corporal, and privates of the 
prison guard in Peterhead Convict Prison, 
while performing similar duties to the 
guard of convict prisons in England, 
receive a lower scale of pay and of pension ; 
and whether he will put them on the same 
footing as similar offices in England. 


(Answered by Mr. Sinclair.) My 
attention has not before been directed to 
the matter referred to by the hon. Member, 
but it was inquired into in 1903 and it 
was then resolved to make no increase in 
the scale of pay. I may add that owing 
to differences of classification no very 
direct comparison can be drawn between 
the prison staffs of Scotland and England. 


Passive Resisters in Prison. 

Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Holmfirth): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if he can 
state whether the Return issued on the 
26th April, showing the number of 
prisoners on the 26th day of March, 1906, 
includes passive resisters ; and, if so, how 
many of such prisoners are so included. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
The Return includes all persons im- 
prisoned for non-payment of rates. The 
number of passive resisters in prison 
could not be stated separately. AsI said 
in reply to a Question in this House last 
Tuesday there is no legal distinction 
between a “passive resister” and an 
ordinary “rate defaulter.” 
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Promotion of ay Second Division 
erks. 


Mr. MICKLEM (Hertfordshire, Wat- 
ford): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether Second Division clerks per- 
manently in the employ of the Post Office, 
such as those in the Accountant-General’s 
Department and in the Savings Banks 
Department, are debarred either by 
reason of their Second Division certificate, 
or in practice, from appointment to 
higher posts such as assistant surveyor- 
ships and postmasterships which are open 
to sorting clerks and telegraphists ; and, 
if so, whether he will take steps to have 
the restriction removed; and, if not, 
whether he will have the fact brought to 
the notice of the heads of Departments, as 
misapprehension exists on the subject ; 
and whether he will state the number of 
Second Division clerks so appointed 
during the last six years. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) 
Second Division clerks are not debarred 
from appointments to the higher posts 
referred to. During the last six years 
seven Second Division clerks have been 
appointed second class assistant surveyors, 
but none have obtained postmasterships. 


Alleged Drunkenness of Postman on Duty 
at Portadown. 

Mr. LONSDALE: To ask the Post” 
master-General whether he has received 
a report that on the night of Satur- 
day, the 17th February last, a postman 
attached to the office in Portadown 
arrived at the Great Northern railway 
station, with the mail bag in his possession 
ina state of intoxication; that, instead 
of delivering the bag at the post oftice, he 
went into the third class waiting room 
and threw himself on the floor, in which 
position he remained till 2 am.; and 
whether any notice has been taken by the 
authorities of this neglect of duty. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) 1 
will make inquiry, and will communicate 
the result to the hon. Member. 


Professor of Sanskrit in the Presidency 
College of Calcutta. 

Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he is aware that the proposal to 
appoint a European officer to be professor 
of Sanskrit in the Presidency Co'lege o 








a ae 





1465 


Questions, 


Calcutta has given rise to unfavourable | 
comment in India ; and, seeing that the | 
general feeling in that country is in| 
favour of adhering to the practice of | 
employing g properly qualified Indians to be | 
teachers of Sanskrit in the Government | 
colleges, will he state what action he) 
proposes to take. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) No 


proposal as to the professorship of 
Sanskrit in the Presidency College, | 
Calcutta, has reached me. I do _ not 


propose, therefore," to take any action in 
the matter. 


Processions in India. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of | 
State for India in view of the fact that 
Mr. Pugh, the late Advocate-General of 
Bengal, has given it as his opinion that 
the executive order of the Government 
of Eastern Bengal, prohibiting processions 
and the singing in public of the national 
hymn Bande Mataram, or Hail Mother- 
land, to be illegal, will he state why this 
opinion has been ignored by the Govern- 
ment. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
The matter is entirely one for the Courts 
to decide ; and I understand that a case is 
now pending that raises this point. 


State Aid to the Blind. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Government will consider the advisability 
of granting State-aid to the blind; 
whether he is aware that the International 
Conference held at Edinburgh last year 
reported that the present voluntary | 
system is totally inadequate, and that 
Continental countries have a systematized 
method of dealing with this afflicted class. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 beg to 
refer to my reply toa Question put by 
the hon. Member for South Belfast on 
27th March,t when I stated that the 
question of reintroducing the Irish 
Education (Afflicted Children) Bill of last 
session was under consideration. — I hope 
it may be possible to introduce that Bill 
this session. 


+ See (4) 
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The Woodrooffe Estate, County 
Waterford. 

Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): Toask 
| the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Estates 
Commissioners are in negotiation with the 
owners of the Woodrootie Estate, county 


| Waterford, which comprises about 800 


acres of untenanted land; and whether 
they have yet made an offer for this 
portion of the estate. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that they have 


| not been able to trace the owner of the 


estate referred to; but if the hon. Member 
will furnish them with the name and 
address of any person who can give 
information, they will make inquiries. 


Irish Poor Law Medicine Contracts. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland for what reason the 
Local Government Board of Ireland 
refused to sanction the action of the 
Kilmacthomas Board of Guardians in 
giving the contract for the supply ot 
medicine to the union to Messrs Boileau 
and Boyd, of Dublin, a well-known firm ; 
is he aware that Messrs. Boileau and 
Boyd’s tender was only one and a quarter 
per cent. higher than the tender of 
Messrs. Sumner, of Liverpool ; and that 


| the Local Government Board sanctioned 


the action of the Dungarvan Board of 
Guardians, who gave the contract for the 
supply of medicines to Messrs. Boileau 
and Boyd, though in the case of 
Dungarvan the tender of Messrs. Boileau 
and Boy d was one and a quarter per cent. 
higher than the tender cf Messrs. Sumner. 


(Answerer by Mr. Bryce.) The Board 
of Guardians of Kilmacthomas Union 
advanced no reason for their proposal to 
accept the higher tender, and upon their 
attention beit ng called by the Local 
Government Board to their regulation on 
the subject the guardians decided to 
accept the lower tender. The Dungarvan 
Board of Guardians advanced good 
reasons for not accepting the lower 
tender, and the Local Government Board 
accordingly assented to their application 
that they might accept the higher 
tender. 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Questions, 


Dockyard Workmen. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether the adjustment of 
the workmen’s service in His Majesty’s 
dockyards has now been completed ; if 
not, when it will be completed, and 
whether such adjustment will necessitate 
a decreased number of men being em- 
ployed. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. EpMunpD Ropertson, Dun- 
dee): It cannot be stated at present when 
the adjustments will be completed, as the 
details are still under careful considera- 
tion. 


Boer Ex-Civil Servants. 
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Helena as the result of the withdrawal of 


Questions. 


the garrison from the island, His 
Majesty's Government propose to devote 
any sum of money to their relief in the 
form of a grant-in-aid., 


Mr. CHURCHILL: It would be pre- 
mature to determine the question of a 
grant-in-aid from St. Helena until it is 
seen what effect the withdrawal of the 





garrison actually has upon the finances of 
the island. But my hon. friend may 
rest assured that the interests of this 
small colony which has so long been 
used for Imperial purposes, sometimes of 
capital importance, will not be a matter 
of indifference to the Secretary of State 
or to His Majesty's Government. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.): Will consideration be given 
at the same time to similar placed Colonies 


; ‘ tia 8s such as Barbadoes ? 
Eart PERCY (Kensington, S.) : I beg such as Barbadoes ? 





to ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether his attention has 


day had nothing for their sacrifices must 
be put back in their old positions ; and, 


whether His Majesty’s Government in- | 


tend that the grant of representative 


government to the Transvaal shall be | 


accompanied by guarantees for the rights 
and interests of the British civil servants 


employed under the existing administra- | 


tion. 
THE UNDER - SECRETARY © oF | 
STATE ror THE COLONIES (Myr. 


CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): I have 
read the speech of March 23rd_ referred 
to. 
my reply of May 7th to a similar Ques- 
tion.t For his convenience I shall be glad 
to send my noble friend a copy of the 
Answer to which I have referred. 


St. Helena. 

*Mr. HICKS BEACH (Gloucestershire, 
Tewkesbury): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the 
whether, in view of the economic loss that 
will accrue to the inhabitants of St. 


t See Col. 962. 


I cannot add anything at present to | 


Colonies | 


Mr. CHURCHILL: TI should like to 


. | have notice at Question. 
been called to a speech delivered by | SE RIE OE ON ae 


General Smuts to Het Volk on March 23rd, | 
and containing the statement that it would | 
be the work of Het Volk to try its utmost | 
for the Boer ex-civil servants now out of | 
billets, and that men who had sacrificed | 
everything for their country and who to- | 


Johannesburg Labour Day Demonstration 
against Indentured Labour. 

Mr. VIVIAN (Birkenhead): I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he is aware that 
at Johannesburg on Labour Day, April 
13th, a demonstration of labour societies 
was held in the market place, consisting 
of several thousand persons, at which a 
resolution was carried that the mass 
meeting reaffirms its unaltered opposi- 
tion to the importation of indentured 
labour, and urged the Home Government 
to take seriously into consideration the 
threat of some mine owners to close 
down the mines and throw over. all 


construction work, thereby accentuating 
|the present distress which existed long 


before the advent of the present Govern- 
ment ; and whether the Government is 
aware that this labour demonstration 
against Chinese labour was preceded by 
/a similar one in December, and another 
(in October last ; and whether these ex- 
| pressions of opinion by miners have been 
| brought before the Secretary of State ; 
}and, if so, what action he proposes to 
| take. 

I beg further to ask the Under-Secre- 
|tary of State for the Colonies whether 
|his attention has been called to a letter 


|addressed by the General Secretary of 








of 
lis 
te 
1e 


1 
of 


te 





1469 Questions. 


the Transvaal Miners’ Association to the 
Secretary of the Cape District Trades 
and Labour Counti, in which the Trans- 
vaal miners allege that until the im- 
portatio1 of Chinese coolies the British 
miners on the Rand received 25s. a day, 
but that at the Comet Mine, the first 
mine where the skilled miners had to 
work with Chinese in hand drilling, the 
wages were reduced from 25s. to 16s. 8d. 
a day; that the alleged increase of 
5,000 white miners employed is due to 
white men being employed at 5s. a day ; 
that whereas before the war there were 
13,000 skilled men employed with 109,000 
Kaffirs, to-day, there are not 13,000 
skilled men employed with 147,000 
unskilled labourers; and that the more 
Chinamen come the more skilled work- 
men will be out of employment ; and 
whether the Government have received 
any of these statements. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: With my hon. 
friend’s permission I will give an answer 
which embraces both his Questions. The 
Secretary of State has seen the account 
of the demonstration on April 13th, the 
resolution then passed, and the other 
expressions of opinion by the miners 
which are referred to. He has not seen 
the letter addressed by the General 
Secretary of the Transvaal Miners’ 
Association to the Secretary of the Cape 
District Trades and Labour Council, but 
he is, of course, well acquainted with the 
issues which it raises. ‘There seems good 
reason for believing that the general 
trend of opinion among a considerable 
section of the British mining population 
in Johannesburg has, during the last 
year, become increasingly adverse to the 
continuance or extension of the system 
of Chinese indentured labour; and the 
growth of such local opposition must, 
I think, be regarded as of good augury 
by those who support the policy of His 
Majesty’s Government. 


Indian Viceregal Council Budget Debates. 

Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) : I beg to 
ask theSecretary of State for India whether 
his attention has been called to the protests 
made in India against the narrow limi- 
tation of the time now assigned to the 
Budget debate in the Viceregal Council ; 
and whether he will consult with the 
Government of India as to the desirability 
of such an extension of the time as would 
enable a reasonable review to be made 
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of the wide field of subjects covered by 
the Budget. 


Questions. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Mr. Jonn Morvey, Montrose 
Burghs): I am aware, and I am not 
surprised, that it has been suggested 
that the debate should extend over three 
days instead of one; but my attention 
has not been cailed to any protests on 
the subject. I will bring the hon. 
Member’s (uestion before the notice of 
the Government of India. 


Mr. OGRADY (Leeds, E.) asked 
whether the Indian people had any voice 
in the control of the finance of their 
country ! 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: I think the 
hon. Member is well enough aware of 
the constitution of the Government of 
India to know that I cannot give him 
any answer which is satisfactory to him. 


Mr. O'GRADY: But have they ! 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): Was that a proper answer to give, 
Mr. Speaker? The Question was per- 
fectly civil, and surely the hon. Member 
was entitled to a civil reply. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: I think my 
answer was quite civil, and not dis- 
courteous. 


Shooting by Soldiers near Village Sites 
in India. 

*Stir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether his attention has been 
drawn to what is known as the Dadri 
case in the Bulandshahr district of the 
United Provinces in India, in which some 
soldiers, who are understood to have been 
disobeying departmental orders by shoot- 
ing near a village site, were molested 
by the villagers, with the result that one 
of the villagers was shot dead and five 
others have been sentenced to various 
terms of imprisonment for rioting ; and 
whether, looking to the character of 
these cases, which are not uncommon in 
India, he will issue peremptory instruc- 
tions which shall effectually prevent the 
practice of shooting by soldiers near 
village sites. 
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Mr. 
present no knowledge of the case referred 
to, but I will make inquiry. 


Questions. 


Indian Judges and Executive Offices. 

Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he is aware that two civilian 
chief judges of the Lower Burma chief 
court have, in succession, been recently 
promoted to executive appointments, one 
to the hieutenant-governorship of Burma, 
the other to the Viceregal Council, with 
the probable reversion of the lieutenant- 
governorship ; whether, with the view of 
restoring public confidence in the inde- 
pendence of judges, he will consider the 
advisability of discontinuing the practice 
of promoting judges to executive offices ; 
and whether, seeing that a qualified non- 
civilian barrister, who has no claim to 
executive office, is now officiating as chief 
judge in Lower Burma, he will consider 
the advisability of confirming him in the 
appointment. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: I am aware of 
the facts stated in the first paragraph of 
the Question. I have no reason to 
suppose that these appointments tend 
to impair public confidence in the inde- 
pendence of the judges. The appointment 
of judges in the chief court of Lower 
Burma rests by law with the Governor- 
General in Council, who will no doubt 
consider the matter referred to in the last 
paragraph of the Question. 


Tabah. 

Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he has any official in- 
formation showing that the Turkish 
troops had been at Tabah for two months 
before the advancing Egyptian troops 
discovered them, and that ‘l'abah, which 
is a brackish well in a desert, was previous 
to that time in the effective occupation of 
the Egyptian Government ; will he state 
the distance of Tabah from the line which 
the Egyptian Government now claims to 
be the boundary, and from the Suez 
Canal; whether the Egyptian troops are 
now in occupation of the island of Geziret- 
el-Faraoun ; and whether the Turkish 
Government cliims this island as its own 
territory ; will he also say whether each 
of the contending parties is now occupying 
territory claimed by the other, and near 
to an ill-defined border line; 


{COMMONS} 
JOHN MORLEY: I have at) 
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Questions. 


whether he will consider the advisability 
of submitting the matter in dispute to 


international arbitration. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp 
Grey, Northumberland, Berwick): The 
claims put forward by Turkey in the 
course of the negotiations have raised 
issues going far beyond Tabah and other 
points referred to in the Question. We 
cannot refer the safety of the Canal and 
of Egypt to arbitration, and the best 


,method of defining the frontier is by a 


Joint Commission, which is what we have 
proposed. 


Mr. LUPTON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman kindly answer my Question ? 
have 


Sr EDWARD GREY: I 


answered it. 


Mr. LUPTON: How many miles is it 
from Suez to Tabah ? 


Smr EDWARD GREY: It is a good 
many miles from Suez to Tabah. I 
understood the point of the hon. Gentle- 
man’s Question to be whether we would 
not refer the question as to Tabah to 
arbitration. I would point out that, 
while it is a good many miles from Tabah 
to Suez, the claims put forward by 
Turkey during the course of these nego- 
tiations have raised issues that go far 
beyond Tabah and the other places 
referred to in the hon. Gentleman’s Ques- 
tion. 


Mr. LUPTON: Will the right hon. 
Baronet kindly say whether it is 150 
miles from Tabah to Suez ? 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I do not say 
that it is not 130 miles; but in view ot 
the much larger claims put forward by 
Turkey in the course of the negotiations, 
it is a matter of considerable indifference 
what the exact number of miles is. 


Mr. LUPTON: Will the right hon. 
Baronet kindly say how many miles from 
the Egyptain boundary line Tabah is! 
Is it more than two ? 


Str EDWARD GREY: If the hon. 
Member will give me notice of the Ques- 


and_ tion I will reply. 








mn. 
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Questions. 


Mr. LUPTON: It is part of the 
Question. 
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The Congo Agreement. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
Can the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs say if any settlement has been come 
to with the Government of the Congo 
Free State as to the Bahr-el-Ghazal, and if 
so, what are the terms ? 


Sm EDWARD GREY: Anagreement 
between His Majesty’s Government and 
the Congo State was signed yesterday. 
The best way to make known the terms 
of the Agreement will be to lay the whole 
Agreement on the Table, and that will 
be done on Monday at the latest. 


Police Inspector and Testimonials. 

CotoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epp- 
ing): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether he 
will state how many police inspectors 
have left the force during the past year ; 
and in how many of these cases have 
inspectors on leaving gone round and 
solicited the publicans in the district to 
subscribe to a testimonial for them. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
GLADSTONE, Leeds, W.): Forty-two 
Metropolitan Police Inspectors left the 
force during the year ended 31st March, 
1906. Several of these Inspectors re- 
ceived testimonials to which no publicans 
are believed to have subscribed, but only 
in one instance is there reason to suspect 
that the Inspector may have solicited 
publicans to subscribe. 


Prison Warders’ Grievances. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he will now state 
what steps he proposes to take in regard 
to the alleged grievances of warders of 
local prisons. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I fear I can only 
refer the thon. Member to the Answer + 
which I gave on Monday to the hon. 
Member for Sunderland, in which I stated 
that this matter would receive my most 


careful consideration. 





t+ See Col. 979. 
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Mr. CLAUDE HAY: Has the right 


hon. Gentleman any idea when an Answer 
will be given ? 


Questions. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I am afraid I 


cannot say at present. 


Gravesend Port Sanitary Hospital. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he will state how many 
aliens suffering from infectious disease 
were last year treated at the port 
sanitary hospital at Denton, Gravesend ; 
and what expenditure was incurred in 
their treatment. 


I beg also to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, whether 
aliens who have been treated for 
infectious disease at the Port Sanitary 
Hospital at Denton, Gravesend, are, when 
discharged or convalescent, examined by 
an immigration officer as alien steerage 
passengers coming within the scope of 
the Aliens Act, or are discharged from 
the hospital without such examination. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I am informed 
by the town clerk of the City that 
the number of aliens suffering from 
infectious diseases who were treated at 
the Port Sanitary Hospital at Denton, 
near Gravesend, dnring the year 1905 
was thirty six, and the proportion of 
expenditure incurred in the treatment 
and maintenance of such aliens was 
£485. This expenditure is borne entirely 
by the Corporation of London out of its 
corporate funds and not by the rates. 
No charge is made either to shipowners 
or patients. Any such alien who was 
liable on his arrival in this country to 
inspection under the Aliens Act has, by 
virtue of Rule 9 made thereunder, to be 
inspected before release from hospital. 


Alien Paupers—Case of Annie Vischner. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department what steps he proposes to 
take to prevent the ratepayers of this 
country being continually burthened by 
the alien girl, who has not long been in 
this country, who is twelve years of age 
semi-blind, and of stunted growth, who 
has refused to remain with her aunt 
owing to ill-treatment by her aunt, and 
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who, in accordance with a letter from the | 


Local Government Board, 


is to be. 


removed from the school to which she | 
had been sent by the Bethnal Green | 


Board of Guurdians to another school, | 


though the Bethnal Green Board of | 


Guardians is, nevertheless, to continue to 
bear the cost. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: Assuming that 
the Question relates to the case of a girl 
called Annie Vischner, who arrived in 
this country in March 1904, I have made 
inquiries but I have no powers to take 
any steps in the direction indicated. | 
may, however, say that the case has been 
under the consideration of the Jewish 
Association for the protection of girls and 
women, and it is at their instance that 
the removal of the girl from the work- 
house schools is proposed. It is intended 
to send her to an industrial school for 
Jewish girls, the final arrangements for 
which, including the question of mainten- 
ance, have not yet been made. 


Prison Reports. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been called to the fact that the Report 
on Prisons (England and Wales) for the 
year ending March 31st, 1905, was cir- 
culated on October 20th, 1905; and 
whether he will take steps to ensure that 
in future the Report on Prisons (England 
and Wales) shall be circulated sooner 
than seven months after the period with 
which it deals. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: Having regard 
to the great number of returns included 
in the Report, which cannot be made up 
till the conclusion of the year under 
report, and to the necessity for careful 
check and tabulation after receipt, and to 
subsequent delays which are incidental 
to the printing and reviewing, I am not 
able to give any pledge that presentation 
can take place at an earlier period, 
though every effort will be made by those 
concerned te expedite the publication. 


District Railway Company. 
Mr. STRAUS (Tower Hamlets, Mile 
End) : I beg to ask the President of the 
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issuing tickets to the public when certain 
trains are not running, as it would appear 
that the company instructs the ticket 
office to go on issuing tickets until they 
are officially stopped, although they know 
certain trains are not running. 


Questions. 


THE PRESIDENT oF tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-Georce, Carnar- 
von Boroughs): If my hon. friend will 
furnish particulars of the practice of 
which he complains, I will consider 
whether the Board of Trade can usefully 
communicate with the railway company 
thereon. I may say, however, that as I 
am informed by the railway company, a 
passenger who purchases a ticket can 
always get his money back if there is no 
train to take him to his destination. 


Light Dues. 

Mr. W. R. REA (Scarborough): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if he is now able to say whether a 
Royal Commission will be appointed *to 
inquire into the incidence and administra- 
tion of the light dues. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I did not 
gather from the tenor of the debate on 
Friday that there was any readiness on 
the part of the shipping community to 
accept the suggestion thrown out for an 
inquiry into the administration of the 
light dues. The Government never 


, contemplated that any such inquiry should 
p ) juiry 


extend to the question of the incidence 
of the dues. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that a 
number of Members voted against the 
Light Dues Bill the other day because 
they understood a Commission was to be 
appointed ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: And _ the 
Government are perfectly willing to have 
an inquiry into the administration if it is 


desired by the shipowners. 


Board of ‘Trade whether he can put a) 


stop to the District Railway Com- 


pany continually obtaining money 


by | 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : Other people 
besides shipowners are interested. 


Mr. W. R. REA: May the House. take 
it that the right hon. Gentleman will 
grant an inquiry ? 
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Questions. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Certainly, if 


it is desired. 


Wireless Telegraphy. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask 
the Postmaster-General when the 
promised Return dealing with the work- 
ing of the Wireless Telegraphy Act will 
be printed and available for the use of 
Members of this House. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SypDNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar): I hope to present the Return 
shortly. 


Postal Servants’ Grievances. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY : I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he will move 
for a Select Committee to inquire into 
the conditions under which the thousands 
of persons, excluded from the purview of 
the Select Committee on Post Office 
Servants now sitting, and employed either 
directly or under contracts issued by the 
Department for which he is responsible, 
or otherwise employed in connection with 
the postal and telegraph services, carry 
out their duties, so that the grievances 
advanced by these wage earners may be 
considered by an independent body in the 
same manner as the alleged grievances of 
the principal classes of the postal serviee 
are now being examined, at his instance, 
hy a Select Committee of this House. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I do not 
propose to act on the suggestion of the 
hon. Member. When the Committee on 
Postal Servants has reported, and a con- 
clusion has been come to in reference to 
their recommendations, I shall be pre- 
pared to consider and deal with the 
claims of any of those classes of postal 
servants who may have been omitted 
from the inquiry. As regards those em- 
ployed by contractors, | am glad to say 
that I have recently obtained the assent 
of the Treasury to the appointment of an 
additional deputy staff officer in the 
Stores Department, who will act as 
Inspector of Contracts. | Thus, the Post- 
master-General will in the future be able 
to exercise supervision over the condi- 
tions of employment prevailing under 
Post Office contracts. 


Roman Catholic Disabilities. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
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Education whether the provisions of the 
Catholic Emancipation Act (10 Geo. IV., 
¢c. 7., s. 16) which prohibit Catholics 
from holding any office or place whatever, 
by whatever name the same may be 
called in the universities or colleges of 
Eton, Westminster, or Winchester, or 
any college or school within this realm, 
are still in force: if not, why are these 
provisions printed as unrepealed in the 
last edition of the revised statutes ; and if 
they have not been abrogated, will he 
take advantage of the present Education 
Bill to repeal same. 


Questions. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Mr. Brrrett, Bristol, 
N.): As regards England and Wales, 
with which alone the Board of Education 
are concerned, I am not aware of any 
general repeal of the disability referred 
to. <A foot-note to “ the statutes revised ” 
(to which the hon. Member refers) states 
(volume 4, page 879), “so much of the 
Act as relates to any of the universities 
of Oxford, Cambridge, and Durham, or 
any college therein, is repealed.” (34 and 
35 Vic., cap. 26, sec. 8.) As regards 
“ any college or school within this realm,” 
the Answer raises very difficult legal 
questions, on which I have no authority 
to offer an opinion. I may add that an 
analogous disability as regards obtaining 
or holding the mastership of similar 
colleges and schools by Protestant Dis- 
senters is to be found in the Noncon- 
formist Relief Act, 1779, Section 3. As 
regards the second paragraph, I am not 
responsible for the issue of the statutes 
revised. As regards the coneluding 
paragraph, | may say that my attention 
has only now been drawn to the point, if 
it be one, in regard to these disabilities, 
and it shall have my careful  con- 
sideration. 


Teachers’ Compensation. 

Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Education how many cases of compen- 
sation to teachers have been dealt with 
under Schedule 2 of the Education Act of 
1902 ; and why no similar provision for 
compensation on loss of office is made or 
continued in Clause 7 of the Bill before 
the House. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I have no information 
as to the number of claims by teachers 


for compensation that have been dealt 
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with under the schedule in question. 
Such cases do not come before the Board 
of Education, but would be dealt with by 
local authorities under Section 120, Sub- 
section (3), of the Local Government Act, 
1888, subject to an appeal to the Treasury 
in cases of dispute. These latter have 
been very few, I believe about six. In 
regard to the second paragraph I may 
say that I am not aware that the new 
Bill can bring about any conditions of the 
same nature as those for which compensa- 
tion was provided in the schedule referred 
to. But the mater shall have my careful 
consideration. 


Questions. 


Education Bill—Financial Provisions. 

Lorp ROBERT CECIL (Marylebone, 
E.): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Education whether the 
£1,000,000 per annum to be granted for 
the purposes of the Education Bill is to 
be allocated solely to the arrangements 
under Clause 2 and the schemes under 
Clause 8; and, if not, to what other 
purposes it will be applicable. 


Mr. BIRRELL: As I stated in 
Answer to a Question on April 26 + from 
the hon. Member for Blackpool, the new 
grant will be distributed to local authori- 
ties in aid of the local education rate in 
accordance with regulations which, I 
hope, will now be issued very shortly. 
The grant will thus go to reduce the 
charges in respect of any of their 
elementary education work which the 
local authority has to bear, and is not 
allocated to the points named in the 
Question nor to any others. 


Distress Committees in Scotland. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland if 
he will state at what towns in Scotland 
Distress Committees have been estab- 
lished under the Unemployed Workmen’s 
Act of 1905, and what sums have been 
expended by such Committees for the 
purposes prescribed under Section 1, 
sub-Section (5) of the Act. 


Toe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Susciarr, Forfarshire): Distress 
Committees have been established in 
fourteen burghs, viz. :—Aberdeen, Dum- 
fries, Dundee, Edinburgh, Glasgow, 
Govan, Inverness, Kilmarnock, Leith, 





t See Col. 23, 
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Questions. 


Paisley, Partick, Dalbeattie. The in- 
formation asked for in the second part 
of the Question will be shown in the 
accounts for the financial year closing on 
May 15th, 


Sanitary Condition of the Lews. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland, in view of the fact 
that the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tion in Scotland, in their Minute of 
March 19th last, propose to provide 
industrial training for boys and girls 
resident in the island of Lewis, as 
recommended in the Report presented 
to the Secretary for Scotland from the 
island of Lewis in 1903, will he state 
whether it is proposed to adopt the 
recommendations contained in that 
Report in regard to sites for new 
dwellings in the townships in the island, 
especially having regard to the opinion 
expressed by Dr. Dittmar in his heport 
on the sanitary condition of the Lews. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: As the hon. Member 
is aware the difficulty is that there are 
no funds available at present for the 
improvement of the sanitary condition 
of the island; the Government is con- 
sidering the matter; but I am not able 
now to make any statement in regard 
to it. 


Garrabost Crofters. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland, in view of the fact 
that the crofters of Garrabost, Island of 
Lewis, to whom skinned lands, that is 
land from which the peats have been 
removed, were recently offered for the 
enlargement of the agricultural land of 
their crofts, are mainly widows and old 
men unable to undertake the arduous 
work of bringing the land into cultivation, 
will the land be offered to the cottars in 
the district who are chiefly young men 
well able and willing to cope with the 
labour involved. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: It is not intended to 
offer the land in question to cottars 
seeing that it is already in the occupation 
of crofters for grazing purposes and 
therefore not at the disposal of the 
landlord. 


Portmahomack Salmon Fisheries. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland whether he is aware 
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that, although in the case of Middleton ». 
Patterson the High Court of Justiciary 
decided, in January, 1904, that fishing 
tenants on the sea coast cannot compel 
their men to slap the nets on Sunday, 
the Conon Fishery Board, Ross-shire, 
have intimated to the Portmahomack 
salmon fishers that, notwithstanding the 
foregoing decision, the Board requires the 
nets to be slapped on Sunday, when 
through stress of weather this cannot be 
done on Saturday, and, seeing that the 
fishermen of Hilton and Balintore, who 
ure employed by the salmon fishers, 
absolutely decline to give any form of 
Sunday labour, he will consider the 
expediency of communicating with the 
Conon Fishery Board on the subject, 
especially having regard to the fact that 
the fishermen in these villages are exposed 
t» the risk of loss of their employment. 


(Questions. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: IT am aware of the 
case referred to by the hon. Member and 
my attention has also been drawn to the 
later case of Mazrorie +. Forman. The 
matter is, however, one for legal interpre- 
tation and action, and the Secretary for 
Scotland has no powers which enable 
him to open communication with Conon 
Fishery Board with the purpose of con- 
trolling their action. 


House Titles in the Island of Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Seotland, in view of the fact 
that some of the landless cottars in the 
Island of Lewis who are living in insani- 
tary and otherwise uninhabitable houses 
in some of the townships have recently 
built substantial stone houses at their 
own expense on the waste lands of the 
crofters’ common grazing whereby .the 
congestion of such insanitary townships 
is relieved, will he consider the expedi- 
ency of urging the proprietor to grant 
titles at fair rents to such cottars, especi- 
ally having regard to the fact that the 
construction of white stone houses 
materially relieves the local authorities 
of their duties in regard to the adminis- 
tration of the Public Health (Scotland) 
Acts, the provisions of which are at 
present ignored in every one of the town- 
ships in the island. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: Tam not prepared 
at present to adopt the course suggested 
by the hon, Member. 
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Stirlingshire Roads. 
Mr. SMEATON: I beg to ask 
the Secretary for Scotland whether 
he is aware that considerable in- 


convenience and discomfort have been 
caused in certain parts of Stirlingshire, 
notably in and around Kippen, by the 
prolonged delay in confirming the orders 
of the county council closing some of the 
more dangerous roads to motor traffic 
and if he will now expedite confirmation 
of these orders. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The county coun- 
cil have no power to make orders in the 
matter. Their application requesting 
me to make special regulations closing 
numerous roads to motor car traffie and 
imposing a ten-mile limit in many others 
is under consideration, Objections have 
been received, and steps are being taken 
to expedite examination of the roads, 
with a view to an early decision. 


Continental Gipsies in Scotland. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lan- 
arkshire, N.W.): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary for Scotland whether he is aware 
that a party of continental  gipsies, 
numbering twelve, landed at Leith on 
Saturday from the ss. “Cumberland,” 
and another of fourteen on Sunday from 
the ss. “ Weimar”; that these twenty- 
six aliens had previously been refused 
admission at Hartlepool ; that on arrival 
they at once joined another band, num- 
bering twenty-two, and are proceeding 
through the country with them; and 
whether His Majesty’s Government are 
vet prepared to announce what steps 
they intend to take to abate this nuisance, 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: Yes, Sir; I am 
aware of the iurther arrivals of foreign 
gipsies stated in the Question ; and I think 
there is little doubt that they are the 
persons who, in a party of twenty-six, 
were recently prevented from landing at 
the non-immigration port of West Hartle- 
pool In view of the considerable 
number of these persons, prima facie un- 
desirable, who have been brought by the 
ships belonging to James Currie & Co. 
of Leith, and in view of the fact that the 
traftic has been obviously organised so as 
to escape inspection, I have decided to 
provide for the inspection of alien passen- 
board Messrs. Currie’s — ships. 
For this purpose, [am making an order 
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Questions. 
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under Section 8 (2) of the Act, fixing the | 


number 2 as that which will constitute | 


those ships immigrant ships, and subject | 


them to inspection. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY: Will you also 
make two the number for the Port of 
London ? 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: No, Sir; but if 
I am told there is any necessity I will 
look into the question. 


Irish Agricultural Inspectors, 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
what are the names of the five agricul- 
tural inspectors under the Department in 
Ireland; whether their status is the 
same; if so, can he explain why one of 
these officers draws a salary of £955 per 
annum, in addition to a naval pension, 
whilst the others are paid at the rate of 
£300; and if the duties of these officers 
differ in any respect. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr Bryce, Aberdeen, 5$.): 
There are six inspectors on the agricul- 
tural staff of the Department, viz., Mr. 
J. 8S. Gordon, chief agricultural inspector, 
and Messrs. E. Gallagher, J. H. Hinch- 
cliff, T. S. Porter, A. R. Robertson, and 
J. Wood, agricultural inspectors. The 
five agricultural inspectors are all of the 
same status. The scale of salary of the 
chfef agricultural inspector is £500, by 
increments of £20 to £700; and the 
scale of salary of the agricultural inspec- 
tors, except Mr. Porter, is £300, by in- 
crements of £15 to £400. The circum- 
stances in which Mr. Porter draws a 
salary of £955 a year were very fully 
stated in my reply to the Question of the 
hon. Member for West Wicklow on 27th 
February last, to which I beg to refer the 
hon. Member. Briefly, the fact is that 
Mr. Porter was transferred to the De- 
partment of Agriculture at his existing 
salary in pursuance of the Act establish- 
ing the Department. It may be noted 
that Mr. Porter's salary includes a sub- 
sistence allowance of £200 a year, 
whereas the subsistence allowances of the 
other inspectors are separately charged. 
There is no substantial difference between 
the duties of these officers. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: 


gentleman is getting £955 for work for 
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(Questions. 


which the other inspectors only receive 
£300 ? 


Mr. BRYCE: I fully explained the 
circumstances last February.t The matter 
is determined by statute, and the Agri- 
cultural Department have no power 
over it. 


Castlecomer Coalmines. 

Mr. MEAGHER: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that in 
the year 1801 a grant of £40,000 was 
made by the Board of Inland Navigation 
for the purpose of constructing a canad to 
develop the coal mines of Ca-tlecomer, 
and that none of that money was since 
received ; and whether he would see his 
way to recommend a grant being now 
given to establish a railway connection 
with the mines, and thus support this 
industry. 


Mr. BRYCE: I have no information 
to the effect mentioned in the first part 
of the Question; but I find that on 
August Ist, 1904, the right hon. Member 
for Dover, in reply to a Question put to 
him by the hon. Member for Carlow, } 
stated that the hon. Member had com- 
municated to him a statement from which 
it appeared that the Directors of Inland 
Navigation proposed to make a Grant-in- 
Aid, amounting to £40,000, towards the 
cost of construction of a canal between 
Monasterevan and Castlecomer, the pay- 
ment to be conditional upon the execu- 
tion of the work; but the money was 
otherwise expended, and consequently 
was not available for the purpose referred 
to. In reply to the remaining part of 
the Question, I fear that I can add 
nothing to the Answer which I gave to 
the hon. Member’s similar Question on 
March 29th,§ except that | am alive to 
the desirability of doing whatever can be 
done, having regard to the funds ayail- 
able, for the development of these mines 
by proper transit facilities. 


Irish Land Administration—Wandesforde 
victed Tenants. 


Mr. MEAGHER: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


_of Ireland whether any representations 


So that this. 





+ See (4) Debates, clii., 1014. 
+ See (4) Debates, exxxix., 263. 
§ See (4) Debates, cliv., 1547. 
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Questions. 


have been made to the Estates Com- 
missioners on behalf of two tenants, 
Mrs. Meally and Edward Comerforde, 
for reinstatement to their holdings on 
the Wandesforde (Castlecomer) Estate ; 
and, if so, what steps have been taken by 
the Commissioners. 


Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that they have received 
applications for reinstatement from both 
of the persons named. Mrs. Meally is 
stated to have been evicted from the 
estate of Mr. William Murphy, and 
Comerford from the estate of Mr. R. H. 
P. Wandesforde. The Commissioners will 
inquire into both cases as soon as possible. 


Sales to the Estates Commissioners— 
Agents’ Fees. 

Mr. MEAGHER: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, seeing that the agents 
for the vendors of estates sold direct to 
the Estates Commissioners are entitled 
toa scale fee or percentage, to be fixed 
by the Estates Commissioners, with the 
consent of the. Treasury, under Section 
23, Sub-section (11), of the Irish Land 
Act, 1903, he will state whether this 
scale fee or percentage has been fixed. 


I beg also to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the estates sold direct to the Estates 
Commissioners consist mostly of un- 
tenanted land; and has he any official 
information showing that the non-fixing 
and non-paying of the scale fee or per- 
centage accounts In a great measure for 
the small amount of untenanted land 
which has been bought by the Estates 
Commissioners. 


Mr. BRYCE: The answer to these 
two Questions is contained in my reply 
to a Question put by the hon. and learned 
Member for North Westmeath on Tues- 
day last,+ to which I beg to refer the hon. 
Member. The substance of it was that 
a scale of fees has not yet been fixed, 
because it is thought experience has not 
been sutiicient, but that payments for the 
work done are being made, and that it is 
not believed that purchase has been re- 
tarded by the cause suggested. 





+ See col. 1166-7, 
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Cork County Court Judge and Land Cases 

Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork County 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
in the case of a tenant named James 
Hurley, near Enniskean, recently before 
the county court judge of the west riding 
of the County Cork, the court valuer who 
valued the farm was Mr. Richard Martin, 
J.P. ; whether Mr. Martin is father-in-law 
of Mr. Levis, the agent, and also a near 
connection of Mrs. Gash, the landlord ; 
and, if so, will steps will be taken in 
future to disyualify Mr. Martin from sit- 
ting in judgment and valuing farms in 
the county court in such cases as he may 
be a relative of either landlord or agent 
of the estate in question ? 


(Questions. 


Mr. BRYCE: The county court judge 
informs me that he has no recollection of 
the case mentioned, but that he will give 
directions that neither of the valuers 
employed in his court shall inspect hold- 
ings in cases in which either the landlord 
or agent is related to him. 


Cahir Evicted Tenant--John Horgan. 


Mr. EDWARD BARRY : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary tothe Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Estates Commis- 
sioners received particulars of his case, 
with a view to reinstatement, from an 
evicted tenant named John Horgan, Cahir, 
Ballineen ; whether the estate of Mr. 
Richard T, Beamish, from which Horgan 
was evicted, is being sold to the tenants ; 
and whether, seeing that a man named 
Timothy Crowley is in occupation of 
Horgan’s farm, steps will be taken by the 
Estates Commissioners to refuse to sanc- 
tion the sale of the estate unless the 
evicted tenant shall be included as pur- 
chaser in place of Crowley ? 


Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that an application for 
reinstatement has been lodged by John 
Horgan ; and they have also received an 
application from Jeremiah Horgan for the 
same holding. In both applications the 
holding is stated to be in the occupation 
of Timothy Crowley. Proceedings for 
the sale of the estate referred to have not 
yet been instituted. The Commissioners 
intend to make inquiries into the cases of 
all evicted tenants who have applied for 
reinstatement, and they will consider the 

5 E 2 
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question of this particular holding as soon | 
as the estate comes before them. 


Questions. 


Union Amalgamation —Kilkenny County 
ouncil Resolution 


Mr. MEAGHER: I beg to ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 


of Ireland whether the county council of 
Kilkenny have on several occasions passed 
resolutions in favour of the amalgamation 
of some of the unions in the county ; if 
so, what steps the Local Government 
Board for Ireland propose to take in the 


matter ; and will he state at what date _ 
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of Ireland whether, in view of the fact 
that the Land Commissioners have power, 
under Section 12, Sub-section 1, of the 
Irish Land Act, 1903, to improve lands 
|purchased by them will he state how 
much land has been improved, drained, 
or reclaimed, and to what extent they 
have otherwise exercised the powers con- 
ferred on them by Section 12, Sub- 
section 2, of the Act of 1903, or have the 
Land Commissioners issued any Return 
showing the amount of small or congested 
holdings which have been enlarged or 
exchanged by them. 


the Report of the Viceregal Commission | 


on Poor Law Reform may be published. 


Mr. BRYCE: The Local Government 
Board are not aware that the county 
council of Kilkenny have passed resolu- 
tions to the effect stated. The question 
of the amalgamation of unions is one of | 
the matters dealt with by the Viceregal | 
Commission whose Report is,I understand, 
in the printers’ hands and is daily | 
expected. The Local Government Board | 
do not propose to take any steps in the | 
matter until that Report has been received | 
and considered. 


Kilkenny Local Taxation Grants-in-Aid. | 

Mr. MEAGHER: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of | 
Ireland if he will state the amount of | 
money contributed by the Government 
to the five unions in county Kilkenny in 
relief of local taxation respectively for 
the years ending 1897 and 1905; and | 
also the amount of money raised in rates 
for the same periods. 


Mr. BRYCE: The amount of the pay- | 
ments from the Local Taxation Account 
to the five unions of county Kilkenny | 
was, in 1897, £5,483, and in 1909, | 


£25,394; this latter including £19,565 | 


paid from the agricultural grant. The 


Local Government Board are unable to | 


state with accuracy the amount which 
was raised in these unions as county cess 
in 1897, but they estimate that the amount 
was about £28,500, which added to the 
poor rate raised, viz., £28,666, gives a 
total of £57,166. The amount raised as 
poor rate in 1905 was £38,114. 


Land Commissioners and Land 
Improvement. 


Mr. MEAGHER : 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


| Land Commission 


I beg to ask the | 


Mr. BRYCE: The information asked 
‘for cannot be conveniently given within 
the limits of an oral Answer, but, with 
the hon. Gentleman's permission, I will 


furnish a full reply with to-night’s Votes, 


Temporary Assistant Land Commission. 
Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) : I 


| beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland what are thenames of 
all persons who have been appointed for the 
first time to the office of Temporary Assis- 
tant Commissioner (non-legal) in the Irish 
under the Rules of 
March 13th 1899; the date on which 
each of them was appointed ; whether 
he did or did not pass the examination 
for such appointments which was_ pre- 
scribed by the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners ; and, if he did not pass it, by 
whom was he examined with the view of 
ascertaining that he possessed the 
qualifications required by the said Rules. 


Mr. BRYCE: The information asked 


for cannot be conveniently given within 


the limits of an oral Answer, and, if the 
Hon. Gentleman will permit me, I will 
furnish a printed Answer with the Votes. 


| Shannon Harbour Assault Case. 

| Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): [ 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 


whether Head Constable Baine, of 
Banagher, was assulted in Shannon 


Harbour by two boatmen a fortnight 
ago; if so, has this head constable 
reported the matter in the ordinary way 
and will he say what was the nature of 
the assault, and what steps the authorities 
are taking in this matter. 





'the hon. Member has been misinformed 








Mr. BRYCE: It would appear that | 
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Questions. 


The Inspector General has made enquiry | 


from Head Constable Bane, who states 
that nothing in the nature of an assault 
upon him has taken place at Shannon 
Harbour or elsewhere. 


Mr. REDDY: The right hon. Gentle- | 
Will, 


man has himself been misinformed. 
he grant an inquiry into this matter ? 


Mr. BRYCE: I will if the hon. Mem- 


her can show good cause for it. 


Royal Irish Constabulary in King’s 
County. 


Mr. REDDY: I beg to ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 


land if he will state the number of district | 


inspectors of Royal Irish Constabulary 
and their recorded religious beliefs in 
King’s County, also the number of 
sergeants in charge of Banagher district, 


King’s County, - distinguishing their 
religion, 


Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
Inspector-General of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary that there are five district 
inspectors in King’s County, of whom 
four are recorded as Protestants and one 
as a Catholic. There are seven sergeants 
in Banagher district, of whom three are 
recorded Protestants and four 
Catholies. 


as as 


Mr. REDDY: Why are nearly all the 


inspectors of one religion } 
Mr. BRYCE: I really do not know. 


Instructions to King’s County Police. 

Mr. REDDY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land if he will state whether Mr. Dobbyn, 
D.1., R.LC., Banagher, has issued special 
instructions to the men under his charge 
in King’s County on courtesy to the 
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public, game preservation, and special 


exemptions to Head Constable Bane whilst | 


on night duty; and, if 
published, 


Mr. BRYCE: District 
Dobbyn states that he has not issued any 
special instructions to his district force 
upon the subjects referred to, and that 
he has granted no special exemption to 
aha Constable Bane in regard to night | 
duty, 


so, will they be | 
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Mr. REDDY: I can prove otherwise 
| Will the right hon. Gentleman grant an 
inquiry into this ? 


Questions, 


Mr. BRYCE: I will if the hon. 
| Member can show facts proving one 
necessary. 


Mr. REDDY: I will give the right 
hon. Gentleman plenty. 


Montgomery versus Sloan. 


Mr. REDDY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether heis aware that in Moystown 
petty sessions, King’s County, on April 
25th last, in a case entitled Thomas 
Montgomery and the Property Defence 
Association versus James Sloan, Shannon- 
bridge, the defendant was charged with 
threatening to shoot the complainant ; 
and that the magistrates found the case 
proved, and ordered the defendant to find 


bail to be of good behaviour within three 


days; did the defendant enter into bail 
within the time allotted; were his 
firearms confiscated ; and will he say who 
signed the justices’ book. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
police authorities that the facts are 
substantially as stated in the first part of 
the Question, The magistrate ordered 
the defendant to give bail, and at first 
gave him three days in which to do so, 
but before the rising of the court this 
time was extended until to-day, May 10th. 
The defendant is licensed to carry arms 
under the Peace Preservation Act, but 
the question of revoking his licence is 
under consideration. 1 am informed 
that the justices’ order book is signed by 
General L’Estrange, Mr. Burdett, and the 
hon. Member himself. 


Mr. REDDY: The extension was made 
after | had signed the book. 


Mr. BRYCE: Then I should say that 


| Was an irregular proceeding. 


Inspector 


Teaching in Irish. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will give Irish Members an opportunity 
of seeing the scheme of the National Buard 
for the teaching of Irish in national 


| schools before it is finally sanctioned, 
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Mr. BRYCE: The course suggested 
would be unusual and not convenient, but 
I shall be happy to meet the hon. Member 
or any of his colleagues to discuss the 
subject. 


Irish Poor Law Reform Commission. 

Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland when he now 
expects to present the Report of the Com- 
mission on Irish Poor Law Reform. 


Mr. BRYCE: I cannot name a date, 
but Iam informed that the Report is in 
the hands of the printer, and may be 
expected without delay. 


Lisanover Ranch. 
Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg toask the Chief Secretary to 


the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether | 


he has received a_ resolution from the 
Bawnboy Rural District Council, dealing 
with the council’s views as to the disposal 
of the Lisanover ranch, near Bawnboy, 
referred to in the Question of the hon. 
Member for West Cavan, on March 19th, 
1905; will the views of the local council 
have due consideration; and have the 
Estates Commissioners yet made an offer 
to purchase. 


Mr. BRYCE: I have received the 
resolution referred to and will forward 
it to the Estates Commissioners for 
their consideration. The Commissioners 
inform me that they have not yet made 
a formal offer for the purchase of the 
property in question, but they propose to 
do so as soon as they have decided upon 
a scheme for the division of the un- 
tenanted lands and have obtained the 
necessary undertakings for purchase by 
tenants. 


North Derry Election Disturbances. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether it has been reported to 
the constabulary authorities that Mr. 
Robert Bailey, of Farney, county Derry, 
whose premises were maliciously burned 
down after the North Derry election, was 
violently assaulted on the 26th ultimo on 
his way home from the city of Derry by 
three young men; whether any arrests 
have been made ; and, if so, what steps do 
the Government intend to take for the 
protection of Mr. Bailey from injury and 
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(Juestions. 


persecution, his only offence apparently 
being that he was chairman of the Liberal 
committee during the election. 


Mr. BRYCE: The assault was reported 
to the police. No arrests have been 
made. The Government are advised 
that the prosecution of the offenders 
should be left to Mr. Bailey, the assault 
not having been witnessed by the police. 
All necessary protection will be afforded 
to Mr. Bailey by the police. 


Irish Board of Works. 
Mr. HAZLETON (Galway, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether an 


organised system of espionage is at 
present in force against the staff, 


including professional men and heads of 
branches, of the Board of Works, Dublin ; 
whether an ex-policeman is_ specially 


| detailed to watch the movements of the 





officials and report thereon ; if so, can he 
say by whose authority this is being 
done ; whether any similar system is in 
force in any other public department in 
Ireland ; and whether steps will be taken 
to put an end to it. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): I have made inquiries 
and I can find no foundation for the state- 
ment that any system of espionage is in 
force either amongst the statf of the 
Board of Works or in any other public 
department in Ireland. 


Telephone Service in County Cork. 

Mr. EDWARD BARRY : I beg to ask 
the Postmaster-General whether any in- 
quiries have yet been made in the principal 
towns of Southand West Cork with a view 
to ascertaining whether the necessary local 
support may be available for the purpose 
of extending the telephone service to 
those districts; whether the inquiries, 
if made, have been found satisfactory ; 
and, if so, will steps be taken to include 
South and West Cork in the forth- 
coming scheme recently promised to 
Killarney and other southern centres. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SyDNEY Buxton, TowerHamlets, Poplar): 
Instructions have been given for a canvass 
in the district referred to to ascertain how 
many persons are willing to subscribe to 
telephone exchanges. No time will be lost 
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Questions. 


in coming to a decision on the results of 


the inquiry. 


Telephone Service between Belfast and 
Dromore. 

Mr. LIDDELL (Down, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that incon- 
venience is being caused to the public 


{10 May 1906} 


1494 


that the curator shall be a British subject 
| This is a matter of much interest to the 
| community of Florence. 


(Juestions. 





| Sir H. CAMPBELL BANNERMAN : 
| I do not know that this Question arises 
out of the original Question, but I should 
ibe glad to give an Answer as far as I 
| have the information at my disposal. 





and business men of Dromore, county | 


Down, through the inefticiency of the | 


telephone service between Belfast and 
Dromore ; and that, although the Dro- 
more Urban Council and merchants have 
made numerous representations to the 
National Telephone Company, no effort 
has been made to remedy the grievances 


complained of ; and whether he will take | 
steps to have the matters complained of | 


remedied. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : Telephonic | 


communication between Dromore and Bel- | 


fast takes place entirely by means of the 
National Telephone Company’s exchange 


system in the Belfast area, and does | 
not involve the use of any Post Office | 
I have received no complaints | 


lines, 
in regard to the rates. If, however, 
any representations are made to me on 
the subject, I will have inquiry made. 


The Stibbert Bequest. 
Mr. CLAUDE HAY: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister if he can state the attitude 
of the Government in reference to the 


bequest to the British Nation of armour | 


and works of art by the late Mr. Stibbert, 
of Florence. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Sir H. 


CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs): | 
I understand that the late Mr. Stibbert’s | 


intention to bequeath his collection to 


the British Nation was notified to the | 
late Government, and gratefully accepted | 


hy them. Negotiations with his exe- 


cutors are now proceeding with a view | 


to the fulfilment of his wishes. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY: When will the | 


result of the negotiations be made known ? | 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I cannot say. 


AN HON. MEMBER: 
Government urge the trustees of this 
splendid bequest to the British nation 


Will the | 


Mr. WEIR inquired whether the 
| Government would see to it that the 
/curator was able to speak the Italian 
language fluently. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
There are many British subjects who can 
speak the Italian language quite as 
fluently as their own. 


Private Property at Sea—Immunity from 
Capture. 

Mr. BRIGHT (Oldham): I beg to 
ask the Prime Minister whether, in view 
of the second Hague Conference, he is 
prepared to appoint inter-departmental 
Committees to consider the immunity of 
private property from capture at sea, and 
the feasibility of a reciprocal limitation 
‘of naval armaments; and whether it is 
| practicable to approach Foreign Govern- 
|ments with specific proposals on either of 
| these subjects. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Yes, Sir, an inter-departmental Committee 
will be appointed to consider the question 
of the immunity of private property from 
capture at sea, And with regard to the 
limitation of armaments I would refer 
my hon. friend to the statement made 
'last night on behalf of the Government 
by my right hon. friend the Foreign 
Secretary. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) 
asked whether the subject of dealing 
with the immunity of private property 
at sea was not one for the Defence Com- 

mittee. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Entirely ; but I understand that this is a 
| preliminary inquiry among the Depart- 
/'ments concerned, with a view to a de- 
| cision by the Defence Committee. 


Chinese Crime in the Transvaal. 
| *Mr. MACKARNESS (Berkshire, New- 
bury): I beg to ask the Prime Minister 
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whether his attention has been called to 
an ofticial Return, sent by Lord Selborne 
to Lord Elgin, which shows that the 
monthly number of Chinese deserting 
from the Rand mines has risen from 245 
in July to 780 in January, and that nearly 
140 serious crimes, including several 
murders, have been perpetrated by the 
Chinese upon the inhabitants. of the 
Transyaal during the last nine months ; 
whether he is aware that numerous public 
meetings have been held to entreat the 
protection of the Government, and that 
last week a deputation of Colonists waited 
upon the High Commissioner for the 
same purpose ; whether he has beei in- 
formed that Lord Selborne, in_ reply, 
adinitted the danger to the lives of the 
wives and children of the Colonists from 
the Chinese marauders, and said that the 
Goverment would arm every man with 
guns or rifles against them within ten 
miles of the Rand; whether there is any 
precedent for the Imperial Government 
sanctioning such a policy in a British 
Colony ; and whether His Majesty’s 
Government proposes to tolerate further 
this state of things. 


(Questions. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The facts appear to be generally as stated 
in my hon, friend’s Question, though I am 
informed that the Secretary of State has 
not, as yet, received an official account of 
the proceedings connected with the depu- 
tation to Lord Selborne. The question 
of the means to be taken for securing the 
more etticient control of the Chinese has 
formed the subject of local inquiry and 
discussion, as my hon. friend was informed 
on the 2nd instant,+ and the Secretary of 
State is expecting to learn from Lord 
Selborne shortly the additional measures 
which may be decided upon, more particu- 
larly for the control of the Chinese in the 
mine premises. Pending the receipt of 
this report, the Secretary of State is not 
in a position to express any final opinion. 


*Mr. MACKARNESS : Is there any 
precedent for arming British - colonists 
against the foreign employees of a 
particular industry 4 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I had omitted to notice that part of the 
Qiestion, If the hon. Member will put 
it uuwn again [ will endeavour to answer 
it. 


tSee Col. 551. 
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Divisions. 
Mr. EVERETT (Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): I beg to ask the Prime 


Minister whether, with a view to the 
saving of the time of the House, the 
progress of public business, and the 
comfort of Members, it is possible to 
improve upon the present method of 
taking divisions; and whether he can 
see his way to invite the House to give 
authority to the Speaker, or other 
presiding Chairman, when Members are 
assembled for a division, and a Question 
is put from the Chair, to call for a show 
of hands upon it, as is done in all other 
assemblies, and if there is an unmistak- 
able majority for or against, to acce;t 
that as the decision of the House, which 
would then only have actually to divide 
when no such majority had been given. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The Government are ready to consider 
any proposals designed to reduce the 
very grave inconvenience to which my 
hon. friend refers, with a view to sub- 
mitting those which appear most practic- 
able to the Committee on Precedure at a 
later stage. My right hon. friend the 
First Commissioner of Works is also con- 
sidering the various struetural problems 
involved in the changes suggested. We 
are very keenly alive to the importance 
of the Question. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, FE.) asked 
whether the right hon, Gentleman would 
consider the great importance of allowing 
representatives to register their names 
and votes. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[ should think that the power of enabling a 
Member to register his vote immediately 
would probably involve that each 
Member should have a seat allocated to 
him as is the case in most assemblies 
elsewhere. This would involve an entire 


'change of the arrangements of the House, 


as well as of the manner of conducting 
our debates, and very nearly all the 
habits, whether good or bad, we have 
through many centuries acquired. | 
think that this fact must be borne in 
mind before we leap to the conclusion 
that such an arrangement is possible. 


Mr. DILLON: Iam content with the 
present system, but all I ask is whether 
the right hon. Gentleman will keep in 








ce 


LI ee 


Lh 





Government 


1497 


mind the great importance of seeing that 
cach representative gets into the public 


Press some statement of how he votes in | 


each division. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


I appreciate that view, and I hope we 


shall do nothing to invalidate in any re- | 


pect the present system so far as it 


secures the publication of votes in the | 


House. 


Sea Erosion. 
Mr. H. H. MARKS (Kent, Thanet) : I 


leg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury | 


whether he can now state when it is 
proposed to appoint the Royal Commission 
to inquire into the defence of the coast 
from sea erosion, and other kindred 
s ihjects. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


I understand that the names of the 


Commissioners will shortly be submitted | 
to His Majesty, and I quite hope that an | 


announcement may be made in the course 
of a few days, 


GOVERNMENT AND UNEMPLOYED. 
Mr. O'GRADY asked the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
he had received an application to meet, 
on Monday next, a deputation from 
London unemployed men and women 


with reference to promised Amendments | 
Workmen Act. of | 


in the Unemployed 


1905 ; and whether he had replied to | 


the request, and, if not, why not; 
whether a similar application had been 
made on behalf of a conference of London 


Distress Committees held two weeks ago | 


at St. Pancras Town Hall. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JOHN 
burns, Battersea): The Prime Minister 
and myself have received a request from 
the conference of distress committees 
suggesting that a deputation should be 
allowed to wait on us. 
has reached us from the Right to Work 
Council. ‘The Prime Minister has replied 
that no useful purpose will be. served by 
receiving such deputations, as, with respect 
to London, the Government are wating 
for the report of the London Central 
Unemployed Body, and, with respect to 
the whole country, the Question is under 
consideration, 
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Mr. O'GRADY asked whether the 
request did not come from unemployed 
workmen and women. 


and Unemployed. 





Mr. JOHN BURNS said he had 
| received no application from unemployed 
| men and women, 

Mr. OGRADY: Was not the request 
|signed by my hon. friend the Member 
|for the Blackfriars Division of Glasgow 
and Mr. Frank Smith, on behalf of the 
unemployed men and women, and not on 
hehalt of the Right to Work Society ? 





| 
| Mr. JOHN BURNS: These gentlemen 
| signed the request on behalf of the Right 


| to Work Council. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: What was the 


request made in the letter ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: The request was 
to receive a deputation from the Right to 
Work Council, to consider a number of 

| proposals. I shall be glad to send the 
hon. Member a copy of the request. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Will my right 
hon. friend receive a deputation from the 
unemployed men and women who are 

‘to meet on Monday to appoint a 


) 


deputation ! 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I can add 
/nothing to my original Answer. The 
| Prime Minister and myself replied 
| promptly and courteously in answer to 
| the requests from the two bodies. 


Mr. OGRADY rose to put another 
(Question, when Mr. Lonsdale, on a point 
| of order, asked whether it was in accor- 

dance with the rules of the House that 
| Questions of this sort should be asked 
after 3.45, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
submitted his (Question to me, and | 
| thought it was of an urgent character. 
| But some of the Questions which have 
arisen out of it can hardly be called 
urgent. 


Mr. O'GRADY said the Answer of the 
right hon. Gentleman was very unsatis- 
factory. When might the House expect 
‘the Government’s proposals for the 
| 
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Amendment of the Unemployed Work- 
men Act ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must give notice of that. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City 
London): I desire to ask 
Minister a Question arising out 
notice that appears for the first time on 
the Paper to-day. It is a notice 
call attention 


of 


the Prime | 
of a 


“ to | 
to the case of Mrs. Eva | 


D’Angely, to the conduct of the Metro- | 


politan Police, and to the decision of the 
Court 


in connection therewith.” - That | 


is, as the right hon. Gentleman knows, | 


what in the last Parliament was called 
“a blocking notice,” and under that term 
came in for a great number of oppro- 
brious epithets from the right hon. 
Gentleman and his friends. I under- 
stand that the Home Secretary has 
deferred answering Questions on this 


subject, which excites a great deal of | 


interest, and this notice will prevent the 
question from 


Motion for the adjournment of the, 
House, should that course be thought | 


desirable. In these circumstances I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether it 
would not be a convenient course to put 
down the Home Office Vote on Tuesday 
next for the purpose of discussing this 
single Question. That would be more 
satisfactory than a Motion for the ad- 
journment ; but if the Government refuse 
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‘ment I have suggested for Tuesday. 


should be adopted, 
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the alteration suggested by the right 
hon, Gentleman, But, if it is possible, it 
shall be fully considered. As to business, 
perhaps I may say that we had proposed 
to take on Monday the Finance Bill, but 
circumstances have arisen to make it more 
convenient to take that Bill on Wednes- 
day. On Monday we shall take the 
Second Reading of the Plural Voters Bill ; 
on Tuesday, subject to the suggested 
arrangement, Class I. of the Civil Service 
Estimates (Public Works), and on Thurs- 
day Irish Supply. 


of ihe House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman has met me in a fair spirit ; 
but I hope it is understood that the right 
hon. Gentleman will endeavour as far as 
he can to allow the ordinary course with 
regard to the adjournment to take place 
on Monday, or will make the arrange- 
The 
House will feel that one of those courses 
As to the Finance 


| Bill, I suppose that the right hon. Gentle- 


that better course, I hope they will see | 
share in that. 


that the other course is not barred by 
the action of their friends. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I did not observe this notice of 
Motion, and I had no knowledge that 
it was on the Paper, or of the circum- 
stances in which it was put down. As 
to the deferring of the Questions on the 
Paper until Monday, of that also I had 
no knowledge, except that the Home 
Secretary told me of it this morning 
and said that those who had put down 
the Questions had deferred them till 
Monday of their own accord. 


With | 


regard to putting down the Home Office | 


Vote on Monday, we had made 
arrangements, and I do not 


other | 
know | 


how far the negotiations have gone, | 
or whether it is possible to make | 


man does not expect to take the Second 
Reading in half a day. I never heard of 


: : the Second Reading of such a Bill being 
being discussed on a | : : 


got through in less than a whole day, 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The right hon, Gentleman is aware that 
he himself and others proclaimed this to 
be an exceptionally humdrum and com- 
monplace Budget, the common property 
of all parts of the House. I merely men- 
tion that as making a little distinction. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I repudiate any 


Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The right hon. Gentleman says with 
regard to the other matter that there 
are two courses—either to put down the 
Home Office Vote on Tuesday, or that I 
should make arrangements for a Motion 
for the adjournment of the House on 
Monday. I never heard before of a 
Leader of the House and the head of the 
Government making arrangements for a 
Motion of adjournment directed against 
his own Government. I should have 
thought that the right hon. Gentleman 
would not so far forestall the future as to 
declare that there is to be a Motion for 
the adjournment before he knows what 
Answer is to be given by the Home 
Secretary to the Questions on the Paper. 
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Those Answers may be perfectly satis- | LOCAL AUTHORITIES (ENGLAND AND 
factory to the right hon. Gentleman and | WALES.) 
his friends. | Return ordered, “ showing for London, 
| for England and Wales, excluding London, 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I admit that | and for the two together, the approximate 
possibility, and I hope it will occur; but | number of the local authorities which had 
unless the notice on the Paper is with-/ financial transactions during the year 
drawn, however unsatisfactorythe Answer | 1904-5, and the number of such 
of the right hon. Gentleman may be, it | authorities whose accounts are subject to 
will not be possible for any gentleman | audit by district auditors ; also showing, 
interested to move the adjournment, and; in the case of the  last-mentioned 
that contingency I hope the right hon. | authorities, whether the accounts are 
Gentleman will remember. audited yearly or half-yearly ”—(Mr. 
| Claude Hay.) 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
This incident of a Motion’s being put | ee 
down is a surprise to me; but I will look! hg 2 ceed os eo aS a 
up the mnaliens I am always anxious | SELECTION GFA RDING COMMIS een 
to follow the example of my predecessors) Sir WILLIAM BrRaMPTON GURDON 
as far as I ean, and if I find such a course | reported from the Committee of Selection 
as the right hon, Gentleman suggests is that they had discharged the following 
justified by the action of my immediate Member from the Standing Committee 
predecessor I shall be glad to follow it. | on Trade (including Agriculture and 
Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures, in 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. | respect of the Merchant Shipping Acts 
Gentleman is fully justified in what he} Amendment (No. 2) Bill—Sir Edward 
has said, and I hope he will look up his | Strachey ; and had appointed in sub- 
own statements and appeals on similar | stitution Mr. Munro Ferguson, 
occasions. I may say that never under | 
any circumstances should I myself have | 
refused to give an early date for the dis- | ee 
cussion of a subject in which I believed | 
the House to be interested in connection | STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S 
with the action of a Minister of the | *ANEL). 
Crown, Mr. Stuart-WoRTLEY reported from 
|'the Chairmen’s Panel that they had 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | appointed Mr. Laurence Hardy to act as 
Perhaps I may be allowed to repeat my | Chairman of the Standing Committee for 
statement that it all depends upon the | the consideration of Bills relating to 
Answers given, and if those Answers are Trade (including Agriculture and Fish- 
entirely satisfactory, where arises the | ing), Shipping, and Manufactures, in the 
necessity for our now taking the Home | place of Sir Thomas Esmonde, at the 
Ottice Vote ? ‘conclusion of the proceedings on the 
aaa Land Tenure Bill. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON TRADE,| Report to lie upon the Table. 
ETC. } 


Ordered, That leave be given to the 
Standing Committee on trade, ete., to sit — oy 
: eae | yi ILLS. 
during the Sitting of the House on NEW BILL 
Monday next for the consideration of the | —— 
Land Tenure Bill.—(Sir Thomas Esmonde.) STREET BETTING BILL. 


——- | “To provide for the suppression of 

a eT . .«,,| Betting in Streets and other public 
SEED aloe i alae (IRELAND) places,” presented by Mr. Yoxall ; 
_ | ted by Mr. Cave, Mr. Channing, 

Ordered, That the Lords’ Amendments | = artenntle hh Conse ‘on Mr. 
he considered.—(Mr. Bryce.) | Brynmor Jones, Mr. Jeremiah MacVeagh, 
Lords’ Amendments considered accord-| Mr. Parkes, Mr. Richardson, Mr. 
ingly, and agreed to. i Shackleton, Mr. Osmond Williams, and 
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Mr. Wood ; to be read a second time upon | 


Friday, May 18th, and to be printed. | 
[Bill 201.] | 
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TELEGRAPH (CONSTRUCTION) BILL. | 
“To amend the Telegraph Acts, 1863 | 
to 1894, with respect to the construction | 
and maintenance of telegraphic lines,” 
presented by Mr. Sydney Buxton ; to be | 
read a second time upon Wednesday 
next, and to be printed. { Bill 202.) 


MARRIAGE WITH FOREIGNERS BILL. 


“To enable the Law with respect to | 
Marriages between British Subjects and | 
Foreigners,” presented by Mr. Herbert | 


Samuel; supported by Secretary Sir 
Edward Grey; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed 
[ Bill 203. ] 


STREET TRAFFIC REGULATION BILL. 


“To enable public authorities 


‘boy Mr. Shackleton ; supported by Mr. 
‘Crooks, Mr. Gill, Mr. Snowden, 
Charles Dunean, Mr. James Haslam, and 
Mr. Steadman; to be read a second time 
upon Thursday next, and to be printed. 


[Bill 204. 


BUSINESS ©! THE HOUSE (SUPPLY). 

Ordered, That the proceedings on the 
Education (England and Wales) Bill 
have precedence this day of the Business 
of Supply.— (Sir Henry Campbell-Bunner- | 
mun.) 
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EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


[SECOND READING. J 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question 
(7th May], “That the Bill be now read a 


| second time.” 


Which Amendment was— 


“To leave out the word “now,” and at the 
end of the Question to add the words “upon 
this day six months.”—(Mr. Wyndham.) 


(Question again proposed, “That the 
word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


As this House is already aware, my 


| colleagues and I of the Irish Party intend, 
as this Bill now presents itself to us, to 
vote against the Second Reading, and 
to | 
prohibit one person from having charge 
of two horses and two vehicles,” presented 


I am anxious before we come to a decision 
to make some sort of answer to the very 
forcible and plausible appeal which has 
been made to us in part across the floor of 
this House and more fully in very many 
communications that I have received from 


-admitted friends of Ireland in various 


parts of the country, who have asked 
me whether it is necessary that the L[rish 
Party should take this action in view of 
the following facts—first!y, that this Bill 
is promoted by a majority admittedly 
friendly to Ireland; secondly, that it is 
opposed by that Party in the House which 
is, I may say, the traditional enemy of 
Irish popular rights; thirdly, that our 


/support of the Education Bill of 1902 


alienated the friendship of many friends 


of Ireland and that, so far as the interests 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (EDUCATION 
(ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL). 


Ordered, That the proceedings on the 


Second Reading of the Education (En- | 


gland and Wales) Bill, if under discussion 
at Eleven o'clock this night, be not in- 
terrupted under the Standing Order 


(Sittings of the House.)—(Sir Henry | 


Campbell- Bannerman.) 


SUNDAY TRADING (JOINT 
COMMITTEE). 

Ordered, That Sir Henry Kimber be 
discharged from the Joint Committee on 
Sunday Trading. 

Ordered, That Sir George Doughty be 
added to the Committee.—(Mr. Whiteley.) 


of the Catholic schools of England are 
concerned, that we did them no service, 


and that in point of fact the Act of 1902 


made the presentation this year of a 
similar Bill inevitable ; and, finally, we are 
asked whether we, claiming to be Home 
Rulers, and asking that we should have 
sole control of purely Irish affairs—- we 
are asked whether we, taking up that 


_ position, ought to interfere in a matter of 
this kind affecting England and Wales 
‘solely, and whether we ought not to 
abstain and leave English and Welsh 
| Members 


to settle it for themselves. 
No doubt that is a very forcible and 
plausible appeal to make to us, and [ 
admit to the full that there is a great 
deal of truth contained in it. But I re- 
spectfully submit to hon, Members in all 
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parts of the House that if this Bill con- 
travened, as we rightly or wrongly believe 
it does contravene, a fundamental principle 
to which Ireland is and always has been 


devoted, to sustain which our constitu- | 


encies have elected us to Parliament, and | 
a principle which has been supported by 


every Irish Party which has appeared | 


upon the floor of this House—if that be 
so, then I respectfully say that I am sure 
no man will be found in any part of the 
House to say to us that we should palter 


with a great principle to which we are | 
devoted, that we should sacrifice a great 


principle to which we are devoted, because 
of the fear, or, if you like, of the certainty 
that by so doing we would alienate 
the sympathy of some friends, or even, 
to put an extreme case, that we 
would postpone the concession of justice 
to our country. We in the Irish Party 
have always held the view that in the | 
long run Ireland has nothing to lose, 
nothing to fear, by standing boldly and 
frankly by her principles, even though by | 
so doing from time to time a temporary 
prejudice may be aroused against her 
cause. This Irish Party is not a Party 
of opportunism or of expediency. Had 
it been so, how different would have 
heen our attitude on the Boer War. 
Remember what happened. Then we 
stood alone in this House. [Cries of 
“No.”| I am not forgetting anything. | 
I say we stood alone in this House | 
in protesting against that war, with a/ 
few honourable exceptions, but so few 
that my statement is substantially accu- 
rate. We united against us both the | 
great Parties in this House. [Cries of | 
“No.”| We had the courage of our | 
convictions, and went into the Division 
Lobby—and that is the test—in oppo- | 
sition to the Vote of the money 
necessary for the carrying on of that 
war, though I admit there were Liberal 
Members who supported us. Still, 1) 
repeat the statement that, broadly 
speaking, we united both the Parties 
in this House against us, and some of 
the very best Home Rulers in Parlia- | 
ment, and some of the very best and | 
most sincere friends of Ireland in this | 
Parliament appealed to us again and 
again, and warned us that if we persisted 
in that course we would do irreparable 
injury to the chances of the concession | 
of Irish rights. We stood firmly by our 
principls, and to-day I make bold to 
say that we are not weaker; I believe we 


| children. 


| attempt 
/system in Ireland, you would be con- 


| it and I do not believe it. 


and Wales) Bill. 
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are stronger because, in that trying time, 
we had the courage of our convictions, 
and proved our consistency. To-day, I 
do not really believe that Ireland will 
lose a single friend, though I admit there 
may be some irritation—temporary irri- 
| tation—among some of our friends. I 
do not believe Ireland will lose a single 
friend by open and candid adherence to 
principle. On the contrary, knowing, 
as every man in every quarter of this 
_House does know, what our principle 
upon this education question is, it does 
seem to me that we should receive, and 
we certainly should merit, the contempt 
of every honest man, if we sacrificed 
that principle because we thought that 
adherence to it would lead us into 
temporary conflict with those who we 
‘know are the best friends of Ireland 
upon the great question of — self- 
government. This is not an occasion 


'on which there can by any possibility 
/be any evasion or deceit. We who 


represent Ireland are, and always have 
been, denominationalists in principle 
upon this elementary education question. 
We believe, rightly or wrongly, that 
religion is not only a necessary part, but 
the most necessary of the education of 
That with us is a fundamental 
principle ; it is a fundamental principle 
of the religion which is the religion of 
the majority of our Members, though not 
of all. It is more than that. It is, 
I believe, the fundamental principle of 
the whole Irish people of all creeds and 
clauses in Ireland. When hon. Members 
talk about the importance from a practical 
point of view of settling the great 
education question on denominational 
lines, I point to the fact, as was done by 
the Member for Cambridge University, 
that in Ireland, whatever you may call 
it, in practice you have a great denomina- 


| tional system of elementary education. 


And I say that if this Bill were directed 
against that system in Ireland, if the 
were made to uproot that 


fronted with a union of all creeds in 
Ireland to resist such proposals to the 
utmost. We have been told that a 
settlement on denominational lines is 
impossible. For myself I do not admit 
We are told it 
is impracticable, but I not‘ce that while 
great stress is laid upon the example of 
what are called the new democracies in 
the: Empire, and upon the example of 
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America, nothing is said about the example | England decide this question for herself 
of one of the greatest of the new democra- | Let me say, we do not want to interfere 


cies of the Empire, namely, Canada. 
What is the case to-day in Ontario and 
Quebec? There is in_ those 
provinces to-day the denominational 
system in force. There are different sets 


great | 


of schools supported by the State ; the | 
ratepapers in those cases when they are | 
paying their rates are obliged to fill in a/ 
form stating to what denomination they | 


desire their money to go; then it is| 


collected and given to that denomination, | 
and if it is found at the end of the year | 


that any particular denomination has 


| 
| 
} 


not received suflicient for the needs of | 


its school then 
supplied by the denomination itself. 
That in Quebec and Ontario has proved a 
settlement. 


the deficit has to be | 


I do not know whether you | 


will say it is an impracticable settlement | 


here, even if you have no objection to the 
principle ; but I do say that, so far as 
Catholics are concerned in this country, a 
system of that kind would meet their 
case. It is a very remarkable fact which 
I have gathered from statements made to 
me by persons high in authority and with 
good knowledge to enable them to give a 
correct statement—it is a remarkable fact 
that I am told that the rates and taxes— 
the educational rates and taxes—paid by 
the Catholics of 
pooled together, be sutlicient to provide 
for the wants of every Catholic school in 
fngland. That is a statement worth 


England, would, if | 


| estant-—Nonconformist 


in the slightest degree with any decision 


which the majority —the Protestant 


majority—of England may come to as to 
the control, management, and teaching of 
the schools. If the majority of the Pro- 
testants of England —in which term I 
include the various denominations — 
choose to set up in their schools a 
system of simple Bible teaching under 
what is called the Cowper-Temple clause, 
we do not object. So far as I can make 
out-—I say it with great diffidence, and 
I hope I will not give offence unwittingly 
to anybody representing any section—as 
far as I can make out from what I have 
read and heard in this debate, there 


‘does not seem to be any real or vital 


or fundamental objection to this simple 
Bible teaching on the part of any Prot- 
or Churchman. 
I know that when the hon. Member for East 
Mayo made a similar statement yesterday 
it was pointed out that certain Church- 
men only accepted this Bible teaching as 
a foundation, a something better than 
nothing. I beg, as I say with great 
diffidence and with not full knowledge, 
but from what I have heard, to say 
that, so far as this House is concerned, 
the great majority of the Protestant 


Members are satisfied to put this 
simple Bible teaching into the schools, 
'that so far as the minority are 


concerned, they say, “ We are not satis- 


testing, and I invite some examination of | 


it. 
becomes of the argument that you cannot 
give us what we want because the Pro- 
testants of various denominations will 


If the statement is true, then what | 


not agree to pay for the teaching of a, 


religion they do not believe in? If my 
statement is true, no Protestant of any 
denomination is asked to pay one single 
sixpence for the teaching of the Catholic 
religion at these schools. And so strongly 
am | impressed with the accuracy of the 


fied with that, though still admitting that 
this simple Bible teaching is better than 
nothing.” That is not the position of 
Catholics on this matter. As the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Mayo said yesterday and I 
repeat his phrase, there is an impassable 


gulf between the Protestant Com- 
munions and the Catholics. With us, 


it is not at all a question of the 


sufficiency of this teaching ; it is not at all 


statement I have made that I do not. 


hesitate to say that the Catholics would 
take the risk, and that if you could to- 
morrow ear-mark all the educational rates 
and taxes paid by the Catholics in Eng- 
land, and devote them to the assistance of 
the Catholic schoois, then if that were not 
enough, and there was a deficit, we would 
take the risk. 
selves. 


We would bear it our- | 
It has been said repeatedly that | 


because we on these benches are Home | 


Rulers, therefore we 


Mr. John Redmond. 


a question of its adequacy ; it is a differ- 
ence—a vital difference—of principle. We 
regard this simple Bible teaching given 
under the Cowper-Temple Clause—-not as 
inadequate or insufficient; rightly or 
wrongly we regard it as bad, as hostile ; we 
regard it as abhorrent to our religious 
convictions and in great part as hostile 
to our religion. Manifestly the over- 
whelming majority of hon. Members 
will think we are quite wrong and 
will entirely disagree with us. That 
is not the point. If we conscientiously 


ought to let, believe that the teaching is not merely 
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inadequate but bad and opposed to our 
religious convictions and to our religion, 
then I say most respectfully that to 


come to our children and to say to them, | 


first of all, you must, under a compulsory 
system, go to school, and secondly, when 
you get to that school you must submit to 
this simple Bible teaching or go without 


religion altogether, is nothing short of | 


religious tyranny. We, therefore, inter- 
fere in this matter not to prevent in the 


slightest degree the Protestant majority | 


of England doing what it chooses in the 


schools, but to prevent a system being | 


forced upon the Catholic minority which 
that minority declares violates its con- 
scientious convictions, 


The Act of 1902 imposed certain | 


disabilities and grievances upon the 
Nonconformist body in all 
school districts. The President of 
the Board of Trade handsomely ad- 
mitted the other night that in 
endeavouring to. ward off that mischief 
the only section from which the Non- 
conformists got any assistance was 


the Irish Members ; and he paid a hand- | 
some compliment to the hon. Member for | 


Kast Mayowho did make a proposal at that 
time which, at any rate, would have 
mitigated this grievance. There is not a 


man sitting on the Irish Benches who | 
did not admit that grievance and regret | 
it; and I need not say that any legisla- | 
tive proposal to lift that burden off the | 
the Nonconformists will | 


shoulders of 
have the unanimous support of the Irish 
Party. But we ask you as well, in 
removing this grievance, as you are 
entitled to do, that you should not impose 
afresh grievance upon others. 

We have another right to interfere. 
This Catholic minority in England of 
which I am speaking is an Irish minority. 
There are, of course, English Catholics ; 


they are not very numerous ; they are a | 


small proportion of the Catholies of 
England ; they are for the most part rich 


men, men high in station and in wealth. | 


That is to say, they are not men who 
would, in their own persons and the 
persons of their children, suffer from this 


Bill, because they have ample means to | 


provide religious education elsewhere 
than in those schools for their children. 
I say, speaking of the Catholics of England 
who will be personally hit by this Bill in 
the country—whose children go to these 
schools, they are all Irish. They are 
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| people who have been driven from their 
own country to these shores by that very 
system of misgovernment which you to- 
day repudiate and condemn. Their 
presence in England seriously affects 
more than one English problem. Their 
presence in England affects your industrial 
policy ; it affects the question of the 
unemployed ; it affects to some extent 
this education question. I ask you not 
to forget that these men are here at all 
because they have been driven from their 
_own land where they have been unable to 
earn a living—that land whose industries 
over 200 years ago were deliberately sup- 
pressed by Act of the English Parliament. 
|And do not forget, further, that these 
people out of their poverty—and no one 
| will deny theyarethe poorest of the poor— 
have spentinthe building and maintenance 
| of the schools for their children between 
| £4,000,000 and £5,000,000, Do not 
| forget the impassable gulf to which I have 
alluded between their religious con- 
victions and yours, and then do not 
expect us, who feel we represent them 
in this House, to abstain from aiding 
| them in their effort to maintain a system 
of religious training for their children. 
The plea is made that as Home Rulers 
| we ought to abstain and let English Mem- 
bers settle the matter for themselves. 
This far I may certainly go. So far as I 
| understand it, the Welsh clause moves 
in the direction of Home Rule for Wales 
in educational matters, and I think the 
President of the Board of Trade and the 
| Welsh Members may take it from us that 
when that proposal comes up, if we 
understand it properly now, and I am 
sure the right hon. Gentleman correctly 
interpreted it the other night in his 
speech, he will not find any objection 
from us to placing in the hands of the 
Welsh people the controi of their 
education. But the proposal to ask us 
to abstain altogether from discussion and 
| opposition will not hold water. Let hon. 
Members remember we are here against 
our will. Give us control of our own 
Irish affairs and we will be only too glad 
to give up all possible interference in the 
managing of purely English or Welsh or 
Scotch affairs. Remember it rests with 
| you, but so long as you insist upon 
keeping us here as Members of this 
| Imperial Parliament, and refuse to let us 
| control our own affairs, do not complain if 
we interfere and act upon the merits of 


| ° 
| questions such as this when they come up. 
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I was arguing the other day with a| Cowper-Temple teaching in their schools, 


very powerful Noncomformist on the 
question of further University facilities 
for Ireland. He was a Home Ruler ; he 
was a man who had been an enthusiastic 
supporter of Mr. Gladstone’s Home Rule 
Bills of 1886 and 1893, under which the 
Trish people would have had the power given 
them to settle this University question 
according to their ownideas. I asked my 
friend why it was that having voted in 
favour of those Bills he still refused 
persistently to consent to this University 
question being settled according to our 
ideas in the Imperial Parliament? And 
he replied by saying— 


you Home 
question for yourselves, but so long as you 
remain Members of the Imperial Partiament I 
must judge this question on its merits, and I 
am against a new University for Ireland.” 


Now, I say, with the greatest respect, | 


what right has a gentleman who takes up 
such a line of argument with reference to 
this question, to say to me that I am 
hound as a Home Ruler to abstain from 
interference in the settlement of an 
English question? I am a Home Ruler 
and the Irish Party are Home Rulers. 
We want to go back to the management 
of Irish affairs in Ireland, and to leave 
the settlement of these English affairs to 
English representatives, but you insist 
upon keeping us here, and you refuse to 
let us manage our own affairs. In the 
circumstances you cannot complain if, on 
occasions such as this, we exercise our 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


if it meets their wishes we will not 
attempt to prevent them from having it. 
Further, we do not object to local 
control of secular education. There 
is a great deal of talk about mandate, 
I will not be guilty of the hypocrisy 
to pretend that the Liberal majority did 
not receive a mandate from the country 
on the subject of local control of secular 
education. I admit that they did, and | 
admit further that they received a man- 
date to the effect that a man’s creed 
should not be an absolute bar to his 
employment as a teacher. Sut 
I deny altogether that there was 


Oh, I was willing and am willing to give | 20Y mandate from the country that there 


tule and to let you settle this | 


should be local control of the religious 


teaching to be given to children, or that 


| there 


was any mandate forcing the 


'Government to the’ folly, the grotesque 


folly, of putting Protestant teachers into 
schools to teach Catholic doctrines, or 
putting Christian teachers into Jewish 
schools to teach Jewish doctrines. We 
do not, therefore, object to local control of 


' secular teaching, we do not object to what 


rights in examining measures of this , 


kind, even if they affect only one portion 
of the United Kingdom. 


Now, Sir, what is our claim ? 
That claim was put before the 


House yesterday by the hon. Member 
for East Mayo in very precise and 
accurate form. He felt it his duty to 
place this claim upon paper, and he read 
it out to the House. That was a claim 
put forward on behalf of the whole Lrish 
Party in the House. Let me repeat it in 
more general terms and without any 


you call the abolition of tests in the 
teaching profession so long as the pro: 
vision of that is guided by reason and 
common sense, and so long as there are 
adequate safeguards to prevent the 
grotesque absurdity of sending into schools 
a Catholic teacher to teach Protestant 
doctrines or vice versa. Sir, we claim that 
that clause of the Bill should be made a 
reality. I donot know whether the Minis- 
ter of Education has got so tired of hearing 
his own words to the Jews quoted that 
he will resent my quoting them again, 


| My position is this, that if the right hon. 


Gentleman in that speech accurately re- 
presented and interpreted the intention 
of the Government, then all he has to do 
is to put that intention into the Bill and 
he will meet the really crucial points in 
this case. What did he say? He said 
“Assuming the provisions of Clause 4 with 


| reference to non-provided schools not to be 


illusory (and of course if they were illusory they 


| would be a fraud), the Jewish body would bene- 


| fit more largely than any other body. 


pretence to the precision used by the | 


hon. Member for East Mayo. Let me 
say, first of all, what it is we do not ask, 
and then what it is we do ask. I have 


said that we do not ask to dictate to the | 
| desired faciiities it was an obligation upon the 
| local authority. Of course, the local authority, 


majority or to any section of the 

Protestant people of England as to the 

teaching they should give to their 

children, If they desire to have the 
Mr, John Tedmond. 


But it 
was pointed out that it was not a complete 
protection, because it was not obligatery on 
the local authority to pay attention to the 
deputation’s demands. It was obligatory on 
the local authority to ascertain the facts, and 
if four-fifths of the parents of the clildren 


if so minded, might disregard the fair inten- 
tion of the statute and obstinately hold aloof 
from doing anything further. He would take 
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care that their view that a statutory obli- 
gation should be imposed upon the local 
authority to do its duty was put before his 
colleagues.” 

On that part ot Clause 4, the right 
hon. Gentleman clearly states what 
the intention of the Government is. 
He equally clearly stated that the 
intention may be thwarted under the 
Bill, and intimated that he would press 
upon his colleagues the necessity to make 
this statutory and obligatory so that the 
intention of Parliament might not be 
thwarted or trampled under foot where 
the local authority might be governed by 
cranks or bigots. Do not let any man 
who hears these words misunderstand 
them. I have confidence in the elected 
public bodies of this country. I do 
believe honestly that in the overwhelming 
majority of cases, guided by the advice from 
the Education Department, they would in 
all probability carry out the intentions of 
the Government, but I cite the Education 
Minister himself as my witness when I 
say that in all human probability there 
would be exceptions. What country in 
the world is there that is free from cranks 
and bigots? What country in the world 
is there where you will find no local 
authority temporarily giving way to the 
noise of cranks or bigots, and so long as 
that loop-hole remains in that portion of 
the clause I think we cannot be 
expected to accept it as satisfactory. 
Let me come nogy to the next portion of 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman. 


‘‘ With regard to the Jewish teachers,” 


he said— 


“the words in Clause 4 might require strength- 
ening.” 


Will the House pay attention to this— 


“But the intention was that the schools 
should be carried on just as they were now. He 
agreed that there was a loophole for any 
amount of pigheaded obstinacy, and denomina- 
tional bigotry, and jealousy, and unfairness, but 
it was certainly the intention of the clause that 
the teachers should remain the same as they 
were, those who were alone qualified to give 
the particular religious instruction which 
hitherto had been given in the school.” 


Is that a test ? [Cries of “Yes!”] Then 
that is the intention of the Government. 
The right hon. Gentleman says that the 
intention of the Government is that this 
teaching shall be carried on by those 
alone qualified to give it, that is to say 
by the present teachers, and it must 
necessarily follow that where vacancies 
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arise from death or illness those vacancies 
will be filled up by men equally qualified. 
These are the claims upon Clause 4. 
I repeat that if the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s speech really and _ accurately 
represents the intentions of the Govern- 
ment all he has to do is to put it into 
the Bill and certainly upon the crucial 
points he will satisfy us. 


But, Mr. Speaker, the trouble is, it is 
not in the Bill. I do not know whether 
the right hon. Gentleman will make any 
statement to-night or not, but as the Bill 
stands, that avowed intention of the 
Government is not carried out, and so 
long as this is the case we are bound to 
go into the Division Lobby in opposition 
to the measure. I do not know, as I 
say, whether the right hon. Gentleman 
will speak, and if he does I do not know 
whether he will 


consider it wise 
to make any statement upon this 
question. But what I ask is, do 
his words as reported and quoted 


represent the real intention of the 
Government, and if so, is he prepared 
to maintain that that clause is to give 
effect to it? If this is made right, 
I have no hesitation in saying that 
I believe an accommodation can be 
arrived at with reference to the numerous 
other questions where we see great 
objection to the provisions of the Bill as 
it stands. I had intended to have spoken 
on some of those points, such as the 
question of the four-fifths, the question of 
the 5,000 limit, the question of the 
exclusion of rural areas, and also the vital 
question of the treatment of trusts, 
and above all of endowments. I do not, 
I confess, thoroughly understand how 
they are affected by the clauses in this 
Bill, but so far as I do understand the 
matter, and as far as I have been advised, 
the Bill stands at the present moment in 
a most unsatisfactory condition upon 
these points. I would have been glad if 
I had the opportunity of speaking for a 
few moments upon these matters, but I 
must bring my remarks toa close, because 
these matters, always of vital importance, 


_[ regard as subsidiary in this sense, that 


if we can be met in Clause 4 in the way 

indicated, I am convinced we shall have 

no difficulty in Committee in arriving at 

a fair settlement upon the other points. 
Let me conclude by making a very brief 

appeal to the great Liberal Nonconform- 

ist majority in this House. I would say 
3 F 
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to them that their power is enormous. 
I heard the threat that was levelled 
against them yesterday by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Birming- 
ham, I heard the right hon, Gentleman 
threaten them with the House of Lords, 
I heard him threaten them with what 
the House of Lords would do, and I 
heard him prophesy that when the 
House of Lords drove them to the 
country upon this Bill their majority 
would be dispersed. 


Education (England 





A UNIONIST MEMBER: So it | 


would. 
| 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: “So it) 
would,” says an hon. Member here. I take | 
leave to say to the great Liberal Non- | 
conformist majority that if they are only 
magnanimous and moderate in this | 
matter, they can afford to despise the | 
threats from West Birmingham. I believe | 
they are strong enough to disregard those 
threats. I do most earnestly beg of 
them not to forget that the Catholic Irish- | 
men of Great Britain at the last general | 
election trusted them and contributed | 
something, at any rate, to build up that | 
great strength which is at their disposal | 
to-day. You Liberal Nonconformists’ | 
have something more precious than great | 
electoral and Parliamentary strength. 
You have a proud history associated with | 
heroic struggle in defence of civil and | 
religious liberty. You have a glorious | 
tradition in brave endurance of persecu- | 
tion for conscience’ sake. Again I beg of | 
you not to forget that these men for | 
whom we speak have similar traditions— 
aye, traditions of even greater persecu- 
tion for conscience’ sake going on through 
centuries in the past. Do not forget—may 
I beg hon. Members not to forget—that 
religious intolerance is not characteristic 
of the Catholics of Ireland. Let me read 
for you a few words of the great 
Protestant historian, Mr. Lecky— 











“ Among Trish Catholics, religious intoler- 
ance has never been a prevailing vice, and 
those who have studied closely the history 
and characteristics of the Irish people can 
hardly fail to be struck with the deep 
respect for sincere religion in every form 
which they have commonly evinced. Their 
original conversion to Christianity was accom- 
panied by less blood-shed than that of any 
equally considerable nation in Europe, and 
in spite of the fearful calamities which followed 
the Reformation it is a memorable fact that 
not a single Protestant suffered for his religion 


Mr. John Redmond, 
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in Ireland during all the period of the Marian 
persecution in England.” 

Sir, I appeal therefore on behalf of a 
people who have some claim for assistance 
and sympathy from the Ministerial side 
of the House. I appeal on behalf of a 
small and poor Irish minority in this 
land. I appeal on behalf of the children 
of men who were driven to your shores 
as I have already said by that very 
system of misgovernment which you 
acknowledge and which you repudiate 
and denounce. In exercising and putting 


|i operation your enormous, your giant 


strength, I beseech of you by the very 
tenderness of the deepseated religious 
convictions of these men—these men, 
whose fathers sacrificed property and 
liberty and life in defence of their faith 
—these men who themselves to-morrow, 
if the need arose, would be prepared to 
make equal sacrifices to maintain the 
religious training of their children. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asquit, Fifeshire, E.) : 
[ think the House may be congratulated 
on the moderate and reasonable tone 
which has been the general char- 
acteristic of this debate in all quarters, 
and which has never been more 
conspicuously illustrated than by the 
moving and powerful speech of the 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down. 
We have had, I am glad to think, no 
echo, or only the faintest echo, within 
these walls, of the intemperate and 
violent language which reverberated 
through the country during the Easter 
recess. I am far, of course, from draw- 
ing the inference from the relatively 
low temperature which has happily dis- 
tinguished our discussion that there is 
either any lack of sincerity or slackening 
of determination in the hostility which is 
felt in some quarters of the House to the 
Bill; and my object in intervening—an 
intervention which I am glad to say will 
be of the briefest—is to endeavour, if I 
can, even at this stage, to remove honest 
misconceptions that still prevail both as 
to the intentions and as to the effects of 
our proposals. I start with the admis 
sions made yesterday by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham—whom I am sorry not to 
see in his place—in a most important 
and striking speech, a speech in which 
the right hon. Gentleman, no doubt, said 
many hard things about this Bill, but 
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the strongest testimony that has been 
offered in the course of this debate—all 
the more effective because it was only 
half-conscious—both to the necessity and 
to the essential reasonableness of this 
legislation. What were the right hon. 
Gentleman’s admissions? The first was 
that the Act of 1902 created and left 
behind it a grievance which it was the 
obvious duty of statesmanship to take 
the first opportunity to remove. Stated 
in a sentence, that grievance is this— 
that as regards a large number, indeed 
the majority, of the elementary schools, 
which were henceforward to be main- 
tained exclusively at the public cost, the 
public authority was to be represented 
only by a minority upon the manage- 
ment; that with respect to religious 
teaching there was to be no alternative 
hetween sectarian instruction on the one 
side and no instruction on the other ; 
and that, as regards the profession of 
teaching, to be remunerated henceforward 
entirely by the State, and by the State 
alone, the teacher Was, or at any rate 
might be, debarred from employment 
and promotion by the application 
of denominational tests. And what 
is the remedy for this grievance? 
1 will not attempt the task of disen- 
tungling the various composing strands 
of the mandate that was given to 
the majority at the last election. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham said that this country 
could give only one mandate for one 
purpose at one time. From that I 
entirely differ. I think this House of 
Commons came back from the country 
clothed with authority to accomplish a 
number of reforms. But as regards the | 
education question, I venture to say 
there is no one that followed the course 
of the election who will dispute that the | 
remedy for the grievance was to be 
found, in the opinion of the vast majority | 
of the electors, in the adoption of the two | 
principles which are called popular control 
and the abolition of tests. The point I | 
want to put to those who are opposing 
the Bill is this. Of course, if you will | 
not accept popular control and the aboli- | 
tion of tests, this Bill cannot possibly 
approve itself to you; but if you will} 
take for granted as the starting-point of | 
the argument that these two principles | 
have to receive legislative embodiment, | 
then starting from that point of inew | 
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departure, I want to say, not in reference 
to the details, which are no doubt capable 
of amendment and improvement, but if 
you look to the main lines, the essential 
features and the fundamental provisions 
of the Bill, there is no other practical 
way of attacking the problem. 


Let me try to make that good. First 
of all, as to popular control. If there is 
to be popular control in any effective 
sense that clearly involves the transfer 
not, indeed, of the property, but of the 
management and direction of every 
elementary school which depends on the 
State for its support, from a_ private 
to a public authority. No one can 
dispute that. Well, that is done by 
the earlier provisions of this Bill. There 
is no interference with property at all. 
But provision is made that, on five days 
of the week, and during the school hours 
of each day, the school premises shall be 
at the disposal of the local authorities for 
the purposes of public elementary educa- 
tion, the trustees of the school retaining 
not only the property, but the complete, 
undivided, and exclusive user of it for 
every other purpose of their trust at all 
other times. That is what is contem- 
plated in the normal case, when agree- 
ment is made after negotiation between 
the trustees on one side and the local 
authority on the other. And what is the 
consideration ? First, there is to be an 
adequate rent; next, there is to be a 
complete transfer from the trustees to 
the local authority of the whole burden 
of maintaining the fabric for all pur- 
poses ; and, finally, it may be made a 
condition of the arrangement by the 
trustees, if they are so minded, that 
facilities should be provided for the 
instruction of the children, whose parents 
require it, in the special creed or 
formularies of the sect to which the school 
belongs. I was surprised to hear the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham yesterday say that 
under this Bill, while the teaching of 
what is called Cowper-Temple religion is 
compulsory, the granting of facilities to 
denominations was permissive. Exactly 
the reverse is the case. There is no com- 


| pulsion of any sort or kind to teach 


Cowper-Temple religion. The _ local 
authority need not provide facilities for 
it if they so please. ‘The teacher is under 
no obligation to teach ; the child is under 
no obligation to attend. But as regards 
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the facilities to he granted to denomina- 
tional trustees, in respect of the use of 
their premises for educational purposes, 
these facilities may be made a compulsory 
part of the bargain as between the two 
parties. 
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Mr. A. of 


London) : 


J. BALFOUR (City 
That is not Section 4. 
Mr. ASQUITH: I am 
of Clanse 3. I say the trustees can 
stipulate, if they please, as one of 
the conditions upon which the school is 
to be transferred to the local authority, 
that these facilities shall be granted, and 
if the local authority does not agree, 
then the trustees need not transfer the 
school. 


speaking 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : 


stipulate, 


Yes, they can 


Mr. ASQUITH: I say the Bill con- 
templates that the normal case will be 
one in which an arrangement will be 
made on that footing between the 
trustees and the local authority. But 
suppose a case—which I hope will not 
occur—in which the trustees, however 
reasonable the terms offered, refuse to 
come into any bargain at all, and the 
local authority, therefore, would be faced 
with the alternative of having to provide, 
at the expense of the rates, another school 
for the parish. There is a school already 
there, which may have been built, to a 
considerable degree, by the aid of con- 
tributions from Government funds, which 
is held under an educational trust, and 
which has been maintained for the last 
four years exclusively out of the public 


rates and taxes. Would it be a reason- 
able thing to say that, in those cir- 


cumstances, if the trustees choose to 
take up a non possumus attitude, the local 
authority is to go to the expense of 
providing an entirely new school ? 
I do not think it would. Under the 
machinery of the Bill it will be open to 
the Commissioners, only provided they 
come to the conclusion that the educa- 
tional trusts cannot be more adequately 
or so well performed in any other way 
than by transfer and user of the school 
for this purpose to the local authority, te 
make a scheme. I do not hesitate to say 
that no such scheme would be made by 
any reasonable body of men which did 
not provide proper and adequate terms 


Mr. Asquith. 
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regards rent and facilities for the 
denomination. How is that to be done ? 
It is to be done by the Commission. We 
have heard a great deal of hard language 
about this Commission. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Dover spoke 
with indignation of the three Commis- 
sioners as a triumvirate. The right hon. 
Gentleman is steeped in classical lore, and 
he knows very well that the term trium- 
virate is associated in the minds of 
students of Roman history with a more 

less unscrupulous partnership who 
carried on the work of spoliation and 
sometimes of sacrilege. That is what 
the term triumvirate is intended to 
suggest. Some of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s clerical associates outside the House 
have gone one better, and have declared 
that this Commission will combine all the 
| worst features of the Star Chamber and 
‘the Inquisition. Now, Sir, why do we 
suggest the appointment of this Com- 
mission’? There is no sinister motive 
behind it. It is because we want to pro- 
videatribunal which shall at the same time 
be cheap, prompt, accessible, and conveni- 
ent for all partiesconcerned. And how is it 
to be constituted, and what are its powers 
and duties to be ? 


both as 





Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Like 
the Parnell Commission. 

Mr. ASQUITH: So far, I agree 
with the hon. and learned Member that 
its members will be named in _ the 
Act of Parliament, they will not be 


anonymous. Therefore their nomination 
will be subject to approval by both 
Houses of the Legislature. In the second 
place, they are required to give their 
decisions not according to some rule of 
thumb ; they are required to give their 
decision in accordance with the rules of 
equity which prevail in the Court of 
Chancery in the administration of char- 
itable trusts. And as the Chancellor of 
the Duchy has pointed out, from whom 
do the objections to this Commission 
come? They come from a party which 
only last year appointed in Scotland, in 
regard to an ecclesiastical matter which, 
I assure the House, stirred the conscience 
and feelings of the people of Scotland 
quite as much as this question can affect 
the people of England, a Commission to 
adjudicate upon a number of most delicate 
proprietary and other questions as between 





the United Free Church and the Free 
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Church. I believe that was a triumvirate. | to give what has been called undenomi- 
{An Hon. MEMBER: Five.] Well, in all | national teaching—teaching, that is to 
other respects, except that it consisted of | say, that is recognised in the sense of not 
five persons, that Commission had powers | being prohibited by the Cowper-Temple 
quite as large, a discretion quite as | Clause of the Act of 1870. I shall be 
unlimited, and restraints less clearly | asked—and I want to try and give a fair 
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expressed in the statute, than is the case 
with this Commission. If you accept the 
principle of public control as I have defined 
it, it would be impossible to show a more 
scrupulous regard for equity, the rights 
of property, and for continued user of 
the buildings for all the special pur- 
poses of the trust, than are shown in the 
provision of this Bill. 


I have said that the second principle 
which, in obedience to the mandate 
of the country, we were bound to in- 
troduce was the abolition of tests. I 
am relieved from much argument on 
that by another and still more re- 
markable admission which was made by 
the right hon. Member for West Birming- 
ham last night. I think it would not be 
difficult to show that tests in any depart- 
ment of the public service are noxious 
and useless. In the case of honest men 
tests are unnecessary and by dishonest 
men they are evaded. I need not labour 
the point, because we heard last night 
the right hon. Gentleman say as to the 
principle that no religious test should be 
exacted from the teaching profession, “I 
think we all agree.” The right hon. 
Gentleman used the first person plural 
more than once, and apparently not always 
in the same sense. At one moment 
“we” stood for the whole Unionist 
Party—I do not think for much more 
than one moment ; at another moment 
“we” represented the seven stalwarts who 
came from Birmingham ; and at another 
moment “we” stood for that indefinite 
and immeasurable quantity, the number of 
persons who happen for the time being 
to agree with the right hon. Gentleman. 
Let us who sit in these benches rejoice. 
This is almost a red-letter day in our 
history. For once we are embraced in 
that number. The Bill enacts that for 
the future no teacher shall be required to 
subscribe to any formulary, to attend the 
services of any particular religious com- 
munion, or even -to give religious in- 
struction if he is not minded so to do. 


But now I approach the point where 
controversy becomes more acute. The 
teacher is not required to give any 
religious instruction, but he is empowered 


answer to the question—what is the 
| justification for allowing your teacher to 





give this so-called undenominational 
form of religious teaching? I will 


/admit that even the simplest form of 
‘religious teaching cannot accurately 


‘be called undogmatic. In a_ sense 
|that is true. Indeed I go further, 
| I will not qualify my proposition. It _ is 


|true that the most elementary proposi- 
|tions as to the relations of man to a 
| Higher Power and to an unseen world 
| involve a dogmatic element. As a mere 
| matter of logic you may urge, I agree, 
| without any extravagance of paradox, 
| perhaps without paradox at all, that such 
propositions, for instance, as those which 
assume the fatherhood of God or the 
existence of a future state are as much 
dogmatic as the doctrine of thé Eucharist 
or the Immaculate Conception. But, as 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham very properly 
pointed out yesterday, the Cowper- 
Temple Clause does not profess to pro- 
scribe or exclude from our elementary 
schools dogmatic teaching. There is no 
such provision in the Act of 1870, because 
the framers, who knew what these things 
meant, were, We may assume, perfectly 
aware that to exclude dogmatic teaching 
in the widest sense of the term would be 
| to exclude religion altogether. — What it 
| does is something quite different ; it pre- 
vents the rate-aided teaching of formu- 
laries and creeds which are distinctive of 
some particular religious denomination. 
The two things are absolutely different 
one from the other. You may say 
that is very illogical, and in a sense | 
agree that it is. I never professed, and 
I do not believe any of my right hon. or 
hon. friends have ever professed to reduce 
the Cowper-Temple Clause to terms of 
strict logic. But we are living and mov- 
ing in this matter not in a world of 
abstractions, but in a world of human 
beings, and, in particular, in a world of 
Englishmen and  Englishwomen, and, 
above all, of English children; and the 








Cowper-Temple Clause, although it is illo- 
gical, is a thoroughly characteristic 
specimen of a workable English com- 
| promise. And when I use the term 
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* workable” I point to the experience of a 
generation. And what has that experi- 
ence shown? Two very remarkable 
facts. In the first place, that the local 
authorities of this country, representative 
of and responsible to the ratepayers and 
the parents of the children, although 
under no obligation to prescribe the use of 
any form of religious teaching in their 
schools, have, with relatively few and in- 
significant exceptions, adopted this form of 
teaching. Another fact equally remark- 
able, and pointing exactly in the same 
direction,is that the parents of the children 
have not withdrawn their children to any 
sensible extent from this kind of instrue- 
tion, not even in places where there was 
an alternative school to which, if they 
pleased, they could send their children. 
These two facts are pretty good evidence 
in support of my proposition that the 
Cowper-Temple Clause has proved a very 
workable arrangement. What is the 
inference? My inference is this—that 
this system of simple Bible teaching does 
not as a rule offend the conscience of the 
average Anglican parent. Further, 
it is well fitted to the intelligence 
of the smallest child; and lastly, and 
perhaps most important, considering the 
smoothness and ease with which the sys 
tem has heen worked, it is capable—as 
every one, from the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury downwards, has admitted— of being 
supplemented, and, if you please, enriched 
at home, in the Sunday School, and in the 
Church, by the addition of those more 
complex and more controverted matters 
which make up, if I may so describe 
it, the distinctive liveries of the various 
religious denominations. 


If that is so, we come face to face with 
anew metaphysical figment—namely, the 
supposed inalienable right of the English 
parent to have his child taught at the 
cost of the State the particular creed 
which he himself professes. Where does 
this right come from? It is a new 
addition to the family of supposed natural 
rights. What is its parentage, and, above 
all, what is the date of its birth? It was 
not known to the framers of the Act of 
1870. Why ? Because they provided that 
if you wanted this privilege of denomina- 
tional teaching for your child you could 
not have it at the expense of the rates, 
but you must go to a school sup- 
ported by the voluntary subscriptions 
of the denomination whose creed was 
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there taught. So that the right was 
clearly unknown in 1870. But this in- 
alienable right found no recognition from 
the framers of the Act of 1902. What 
about the 8,000 parishes in which the 
choice of the Nonconformist parent lay, 
and at this moment still lies, between the 


Anglican teaching and no_ religious 
instruction at all? Where is this in- 


alienable right of the parent to have his 
child brought up in the creed that he 
himself holds? It is a pure fiction ; it 
has no home and no pedigree, either in 
the book of nature or in the statute law of 
the realm. 


What is the alternative? There is 
only one alternative to permitting 
the local authority to continue this unde- 
nominational teaching. I say it deliber- 
ately, although the right hon. Member 
for West Birmingham seemed to think 
that there were two alternatives. I say 
there is only one, because I brush aside 
absolutely as being unworthy of considera- 
tion the universal and unlimited right 
of entry by the sects into the schools. 
I venture to ask the House, to ask those 
who are most honestly keen for denomi- 
national teaching in our schools, what 
could be more fantastic in conception, 
what could be moreunworkable in practice, 
and, I may add for myself, what could he 
more repugnant to the best interests of 
religion, than that in the public elementary 
schools you should erect a set of sectarian 
pens, and that you should take these 
pocr children, and having first put 
them through the process of interroga- 
tion, brand each of them with a letter 
which indicates its father’s denomination, 
and then herd them off—{‘ Oh, oh!” and 
“No, no !”|—each little group to its own 
separate compartment, to be taught— 
what? Surely not to be taught the 
Gospel lesson of one fold and one shep- 
herd, but rather to encourage them from 
their earliest years to attach a supreme 
and capital importance, not to the things 
as to which all Christians are agreed 
and believe, but to he things about which 
Christians are at war. There is one real 
alternative which the hon. Member fot 
Leicester in his admirable speech men- 
tioned—namely, to confine the function 
of the State to secular teaching and to 
leave the provision of religious training 
for your children to be done outside the 
school. I am not sure that we have yet 
got to aclear definition of what secularism 
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means. Take the position of the Bible. 
The Bible, I imagine, under a secular 
system might be still admitted to the 
school as a literary model, possibly — 
although I am not sure as to this—as an 
historical manual. But here the hon. 
Member is assigning a totally different 
place to the Bible from what it has held, 
and still holds, and what according to 
the wishes of the majority of the people 
it ought to continue to hold, in our 
schools. I will not argue the merits or 
demerits of the secularist solution. I 
say two things of it. It is not illogical, 
as I admitted a few moments ago, 
Cowper-Templeism may be said to be. 
I think, further, that it is not impractic- 
able in the sense in which an unlimited 
universal right of entry would be. But 
it has one fatal drawback from the point 
of view of practical politics. The experi- 
ence of a generation has shown that it is 
not suited to the genius and that it is 
contrary to the wishes and the predomi- 
nant opinions of the vast majority of 
English parents. 


Education (England 


I will add another word as to the 
speech of the hon. Member for Water- 
ford about Clause 4. I admit that 
Clause 4 extending the facilities is 
un exception to the general scheme, 
grafted on the framework of this Bill. 
It leaves the matter to the discretion of 
the local authority. In other respects 
undoubtedly it constitutes an exception 
to the general scheme of the Bill. But 
to what case does it apply? It has two 
safeguards. In the first place, it can 
only be put into operation at the instance 
of an overwhelming majority of the 
parents in a particular school; and, in 
the next place, it can only be applied 
where there is an alternative school to 
which children whose parents do not 
desire to see them exposed to this 
ecclesiastical or sectarian atmosphere can 
he sent, instead of sending them to the 
sectarian school. It is said that this 
clause was put in with a special view to 
meet the case of the Roman Catholics. 
Who denies it? I do not hesitate for a 
moment to face the fact. But where 
similar conditions prevail with regard 
to any other religious denomination the 
same treatment will apply, and it gives 
the same advantage to them. 1 admit to 
the full what has been said about the 
peculiar position of Roman Catholics in 
this country with regard to education. 
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I shall never be inclined to undervalue 
in any degree the enormous services 
which the clergy and the laity of the 
Church of England have rendered to 
education in days gone by, in the build- 
ing of schools and in carrying on pioneer 
work in every direction. Yet no one will 
dispute the truth of what I say when | 
state that there is no denomination which, 
in proportion to its means and opportuni- 
ties, has done so much for the education 
of its poor children as the Roman 
Catholic. And the condition of the 
Roman Catholic population is such that 
difficulties have arisen and will continue 
to arise in the country parishes of Eng- 
land, unless legislation of this kind is 
carried out. They have no existence 
in other communities, but in almost every 
case the thing must be worked out in 
detail, and we shall be glad to listen to the 
particular arguments used in reference to 
each case. But speaking broadly and 
generally of the Roman Catholic school 
in a district, there is an alternative 
school to which children may be sent 
It is the same in the case of the Jew 
I defy any one to produce an Edueation 
Bill which will be a perfect specimen of 
logical symmetry, and I may add that if 
you produced it it would be totally 
unadapted to meet the real wants of 
English education. It is only by elas- 
ticity, by adaptation, by recognising the 
special exigencies of particular places 
and particular causes that you can 
bring your legislation into harmony with 
the real requirements of the people. | 
hold, therefore, that the insertion of 
Clause 4, if we are to do justice to the 
real necessities of the case, was absolutely 
forced upon us. My colleagues and 
I are perfectly ready in Committee in all 
matters of detail to listea to reasonable 
suggestions, and, I hope, to come to 
harmonious adjustments. But with re- 
gard to the main provisions and the 
fundamental principles which I have 
endeavoured to explain to the House, 
dictated, as we believe them to be, by 
justice, and approved as they were by 
the vast majority of the electorate, to 
these main provisions we shall resolutely 
adhere. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: No one who 
has listened to the speeches made 
to-day and on preceding days on this 
measure, so important for the future 
educational and spiritual life of this 
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country, can question that the debate 
has been worthy of an illustrious and 
reverent assembly. On many occasions 
I have been reminded of the debates of 
twenty years ago on the Home Rule 
Bill of 1886, and I think no one in any 
quarter of the House, or any part of 
the country outside, can deny that from 
all sides the attention has been given 
to this matter which its importance 
deserves. At the same time it must 
be remembered that we are laymen, and 
that from this House are excluded every 
cleric, both of the Church of England 
and of the Catholic Church, and I believe 
all ministers in active communion with 
any sect. We must remember that we are 
dealing with the minds of children, plastic 
and receptive, who are to be the future 
fathers and mothers and directors of 
this great Empire, and when we, with 
our mundane views, our mundane pre- 
possessions, and our temporal interests 
address ourselves to this matter, I ven- 
ture to think we are not able to bring 
those considerations to all parts of the 
question which do go to the root of this 
great educational matter. At this stage 
I must heartily protest against the view 
that whether in this matter of educa- 
tion, or in any other concern with which 
we have to deal, clericalism is the enemy. 
I protest against it. I say it is not 
true. It was not true when it was first 
spoken, and it is certainly not true in this 
matter of education. I do not rise, how- 
ever, for any purpose of wrangling or con- 
tention with Members on the Front Bench 
opposite. I rise rather for the purpose 
of saying that I have listened with some 
attention to the demand which has been 
made and the proposition put forward 
by responsible Gentlemen on the Irish 
and Catholic side of the question, and 
have failed to notice any response what- 
soever thereto. I know very well that 
Parliamentary government cannot be 
carried on merely across the floor of the 
House of Commons. I know very well 
that there are Gentlemen upon this side 
of the House to whom Party is more 
than religion, and I know very well the 
reticence that is requisite and necessary 
in dealing with a great and complex 
question, but in the main I must say that 
my sympathies have been aroused by the 
speeches of the Tory Party in this matter, 
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and I think it does them credit that they 
have not been ashamed to get up in this 
mundane and sometimes cynical assembly 
to protest with vehemence and passion 
in favour of principles similar to those 
which we as Catholics profess. I am 
old enough as a Parliamentarian to make 
allowance for this reserve upon the 
Government Benches, and also I know 
well the strong pressure which is put 
upon them from their own side of the 
House, largely from men of small acquain- 
tance with Parliamentary traditions, 
some of them new to the House, some 
outside the House, who little know what 
goes to the making of a contentious 
British Act of Parliament. It is said 
that the late election gave birth to a 
mandate. From what the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer suggests it gave birth 
to twins or triplets. I must admit at the 
outset that the Nonconformists of 
England have a distinct grievance. I 
believe that their spiritual concerns 
have been prejudicially affected, and 
their conscience far strained, if not out- 
raged, by the existing state of affairs. 
But the question is this: Does this 
Bill merely remedy that, or does it take 
occasion to go far beyond the necessities 
of the case? We all know the con- 
secrated phrase, ““Go and teach all 
nations.” I think the preamble of this 
Bill might be, as far as this doctrine is 
concerned, “‘ Go and teach all nations, 
with the consent of the county council.” 
Having given careful consideration to this 
Bill I can see no propriety in a large 
portion of its provisions. I can see 
no occasion for them, in so far as relief 
to the Nonconformist Party is concerned, 
and I should construe it as a new Act of 
Conformity. I never read the Act of 
Conformity passed in the time ef Charles 
II. until this Bill was introduced. 1 
was astonished to find, ignorant as I 
am, that the Book of Common Prayer was 
only the schedule cf an Act of Parlia- 
ment. I went into the House of Lords. 
I looked, so curious was I, at the original 
of the measure, and there I found 
actually interlineations and Amendments 
in the handwriting, I suppose, of the 
Clerk at the Table and the other persons 
who assisted at religion in the making. 
And when I saw that the Ordering of 
Deacons was prescribed by statute, 
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to understand the tremendous differences 
and difficulties which lie along the road in 
dealing with this great and important sub- 


the meaning of Nonconformity, and I} ject. The Irish Secretary said yesterday 
realised how strong must be the feeling of | that once you have public control you 
those Gentlemen opposite, who starting | must not have tests. I looked up what was 
with the proposition which the Church | the root of that proposition, and I find 
of England originally announced as | that it is absolutely incorrect, because in 


against the Catholic, that the Bible was to | 
be the sole book and ground of faith, 
rejected the proposition that religion | 


might be taught or enforced by Act of | 
Parliament. But what is this Bill ? 
It is the new Act of Conformity. It is 


the Nonconformist Act of Conformity. 
Who was Cowper-Temple ? 
new British Apostles? I can well under- 
stand when we get into Committee on | 
this Bill, if it retains its present form, | 
Church of England gentlemen playing | 
the same game as against the Noncon- 
formists, through the medium of a/| 
schedule, as was played in the time of | 
Charles against the Catholics. For in- | 
stance, happy Hampshire has been re- 
ferred to by the 
Board of Trade, who announced that 
the Hampshire formula was one 
agreed to by the Catholics, Protes 


Hampshire. 
to this question of special instruction | 
the Conservative Party say, ‘ Let us do 
what our forefathers did, and put into 
the schedule of this Bill this simple 
Bible teaching which Nonconformists are 
willing to accept, and not leave it to the | 
tender mercy of, say, the Hampshire | 
County Council. For even the most 
reverent minded or irreverent minded 
must desire that on this great matter of 
public instruction you should not have 
men able to say, ‘I belong to the York- 
shirists,’ or ‘In religion I have Lanca- 
shire leanings.’ All sects of Protestants 
accept the Bible, and as it is from this 
House that the Bible is authorised to be | 
taught in Churches, we should put into | 
this Bill the simple Bible teaching dear 
to the hearts of all of us.” What would be | 
your answer to that? Will you say, | 
* Oh, let us leave it to the London County 
Council,” so that the body which is | 
elected to look after drainage will have in | 
the future the right to deal with doxology. | 
I do want, therefore, gentlemen of the | 
Nonconformist faith who take so strong a | 


Catholic 


One of the | 


a number of cardinal matters where 


'you have public control this House 


has insisted upon sectarian teaching. 
The Catholic convict, the Catholic 
pauper, the Catholic soldier, and even the 
corpse is looked after with 
extraordinary punctillo by the great 
Parliament of England. But before I 


‘come to that, I wish to disclaim from 


| religion. 


my heart the opinion that the English 
people, so far as I have met them in this 
House, are bigoted against my own 
I wish to add this in addition. 
A story has gone with extraordinary 
effect throughout the length and breadth 
of Ireland. It was the case of a poor 


| soldier wounded in the South African 


President of the | 


War and crying for a priest to hear his 
last confession and give him absolution. 


No priest was within 700 miles of him ; 
_but the authorities sent a special train 
tants, Nonconformists, and atheists of | 


Supposing when we come | 


| circumstantially, you met us. 
| the case of the Poor Law. 
control over the Poor Law, yet Catholic 
children must be reared as Catholics. If 
‘they are brought into the workhouse, 
|they must be put under a specific head 
'of the denomination ; 
taught by a Catholic teacher ; they must 


700 miles to bring a Catholic priest to hear 
his dying confession. How could we 
Catholics, knowing what is the modern 


| feeling of Englishmen with regard to our 
‘creed, approach this question from any 


point of view of suggesting that you 
desire to deal unfairly with us? When 
you had these difficulties to deal with in 
former days how easily, specifically and 
Take 
You have full 


they must be 


be taught the Catholic religion; they 
must go to Mass on Sunday; and the 


| guardians, either inside or outside the 


workhouse, must see that these children 
receive Catholic instruction. Where is 
the difficulty there, and yet you have 
popular control. Now I come to the 
industrial schools under the control of 
local bodies. Where a child is com- 
mitted by the magistrate to these schools, 
it is provided by law that the magis- 


view with regard to the Catholic position | trate must send a Catholic child to 








1531 Education (England {COMMONS} and Wales) Bill, 1532 
a Catholic industrial school. If the| churches and schools. Catholics never 
father or mother are so ignorant | dreamt that they would be involved in the 


or so criminal that their children are | 
driven to the streets, the country takes | 
them before a magistrate and commands | 
that magistrate to send them to get | 
a good Catholic education at the expense | 
of the local authorities. So I must be 
either a pauper or a foundling in order | 
that the rites of my religion may be | 
conserved. Then how do you provide for | 
the pauper carcass? One would think | 
that when we die you would throw our 
bodies intoacommon fosse. That is how 
they deal with a dead Catholic in some 
places. But it is illegal under one of the | 
provisions of the Public Health Act to} 
bury a non- Catholic in a Catholic plot. | 
One might say, “ What harm would it do | 
to bury John Jones and Paddy O’ Rafferty | | 
side by side?’ But such is the spirit of | 
your legislation that without any practical | 
demand from united Irish sentiment, and | 
from mere equity, which is after all the) 
one thing that this House most prides 
itself upon, vou made that tender pro- 
vision for these poor people to lie in the | 
dust only with members of their own | 
creed. It said it would outrage 
Protestant sentiment to provide money 
for non-Protestant teaching. But you 
provide money for Mohammedan teach- 
ing in Khartoum ; and you actually pro- 
vide money for the Jesuits in Ireland, 
though perhaps you do not know it. It is 
illegal to have anybody but Catholic 
priests to officiate in Catholic plots; it 
is illegal for any but a Catholic burial 
service conducted by a Catholic to be 
carried on therein. Is not this question 
you have to deal with in connection 
with one small denomination a measur- 
able and handable question ? I know 
und intensely feel the meaning of this 
great conflict between the various Protes- 
tant communities. But, what have we | 
done to deserve being draw n into the mill? | 
There was an unfortunate battle between 
the Pretestants and Catholics in the days | 
of Henry VIII. We were beat,’ and for | 
three centuries the Papists were like a 
toad under the harrow. They have 
gradually emerged, and, relying on the | 
faith of British tradition and of British | 
statutes, they have under the shadow of | 
the Protestant church, Methodist chapel, 
or Quaker place of worship, erected their 
humble and sometimes their squalid 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


is 








controversy between the Protestant sects. 
Up to 1870 Catholics never asked for a 
subsidy; they never dreamt of it. 
They erected their schools and kept them 
/unaided and without troubling you in 
any way. But after the German War 
it was decided that there must be uni- 
versal compulsory education, and it was 
at once found necessary to provide school 
rates. That was in the economic days 
|of Mr. Gladstone, who believed in com- 
pelling people to pay rates to make this 
provision. At once the Catholics found 
themselves rated to provide education for 
| Nonconformists, the Church of England 
being already sufficiently provided for. 
That is what has given rise to this entire 
controversy. ( ‘onsequently i in 8,000 par- 
ishes you want this inexorable Bill as a 
straight-jacket to torture us. Why; 
it is absurd. ‘ Oh,” it is said, “ you 
must have logic.” This phrase about 
logic is like a football. We are assured 
that the British constitution is not logical 
and that human life cannot be conducted 
on principles of logic. That is when 
it suits you to say so. When some 
proposition is put forward to mitigate a 
hardship you yourself suffer, you say, 
“Oh, we must be logical.” This Bill, 
which deals with 20,000 schools, pro- 
poses to affect 1,000 Catholic schools in 


which not one Nonconformist or one 
Churchman takes the smallest in- 
terest whatever. The life of England 
would not be affected, so far as 
English national life is concerned, if 


these 1,000 Catholic schools had never 
been established, or if they were swept 
from the face of the earth. Why, then. 
interfere with them? The Spanish Ar- 
mada is not on the Channel. There is an 
entente cordiale with the French. The 
Pope is in the Vatican; the Italian 
Government have him pretty [wel] in 
safe custody. And, therefore, in this 
great conflict between Anglicans and 
Nonconformists, why, when you have 
made us pay for our own schools for three 
or four centuries, do you,now propose a 
new Act to put a ser peer upon these 
unhappy Catholic schools ? It would be, 
of course, easy for us to speak in matters 
of this kind in language of emotion. | 
desire, if I can, to avoid anything of that 
kind,and,above all,I wish to avoid making 
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protestation of religious opinion. 


Education (England 
But I 


will say this, I would rather have my 


children learn to say “Our Father” 
than to learn the use of the globes. 
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| Member for West Birmingham, speaking 
| for the first, and I hope not for the last 
time, as the champion and spokesman of 
'the Church of England, attacked me 
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{ would rather they understood their | and some of my hon. friends here under 


religion in the provision for the eternity 
than that they 


which is to come 
should become rich and_ prosperous, 
and educated in the things of this world. 
[ would give very little for your education. 
I cannot spell myself. I cannot parse 
an English sentence. 
rule of three. 1am supposed to know a 
little law, but I think that is a mistake. 
But if there is one thing which I and mine 


have got a grip of, it is the belief in the | 
and the belief | 
their | 
dlistresses, whatever be their misfortunes, | 


{nfinite Christ to come; 
that our children, whatever be 


whatever be their poverty in this world, 
if they have listened to the teaching of the 


Church, will reap a rich reward in putting | 


into practice the lessons of Christianity 
which they receive in the 
schools. 


Mr. PAUL (Northampton): I am too 
old and too hardened an Erastian to be 
too much shocked at the hon. Gentleman’s 
description of the Parliamentary origin 
of the Church to which I belong. I know 
that the religion of Protestant is fair 


game for the racy humour of my hon. and | 


learned friend and those who belong to 
the Church of which he is a member. 
I have listened to the speeches of the 
hon. Member and to those of the hon. 
Members _ for 
City of Cork, and I could not help 
thinking that while theoretically we 
were hopelessly asunder, practically the 
difference between us was very small 
indeed. 


like myself, believes in the principle of 
private judgment in matters of faith 
and those who believe, like hon. Mem 


bers from Treland, that it is a matter | 


of authority. Which of us is on the 
right side of the abyss God only 


knows, but I cannot think that the | 


question of how to adjust the con- 


ditions of these denominational schools | 
can be beyond the capacity of this | 


House. I rise in the first place to 
respond to a peculiar challenge which 
came yesterday from a very remarkable 
source. The right hon. Gentleman the 


I cannot do the | 


Catholic | 


Waterford and _ the) 


There is no human method of | 
bridging the gulf between one who, | 


the impression that we were triumphant 
Nonconformists, dancing upon the 
prostrate body of a communion to 
|which we did not bélong. I do not 
_know how long he right hon. Gentle- 
/man has been a member of the Church 
of England, but I have been a member 
of it ever since I was born. or at all 
events since my baptism, which I cannot 
remember, and I take the liberty of 
denying that the Church of England is 
opposed to this Bill. I have no more 
right to speak for the Church of England 
than the right hon. Gentleman has to 
speak for the Unionist Party when he 
denounces tests, but I would remind 
him that the Church of England does 
not consist exclusively of venerable 
and vituperative ecclesiastics. The 
Church of England consists for the main 
part of laymen and nine-tenths, and I 
believe I may say nineteen-twentieths, 
of the members of the Church of Eng- 
land are entirely satisfied with the 
religious education given in the provided 
schools of the country. They do not 
regard it merely as the foundation upon 
which the superstructure may be built ; 
they think it is sufficient and complete 
in itself, ? 





What is undenominationalism ? 
I should answer that question in one 
| word—Christianity ; and if I were asked 
to give a specimen of undenominational 
religion I would give with all reverence 
the Sermon on the Mount. There 
is no dogma there; there is no diffi- 
‘culty in understanding it; the diffi- 
culty is to live up to it. And where, 
I should like to know, do these dogmatic 
gentlemen send their own sons. The 
‘hon. Member for the Universities of 
Glasgow and Aberdeen, in the less gloomy 
of his vaticinations, predicted that one 
result of this Bill might be the substitution 
of private for public schools, but the fact 
is that gentlemen opposite send their sons 
to public schools. There is only one of 
those institutions that I know anything 
about, but I have no reason to suppose 
‘that in any respect it is not typical of 
‘others, and the only dogmatic teaching 
'I ever learnt there was that the New 


' Testament was written in very bad 
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Greek. But I learned a great many 
much more valuable things, and I sent 
my son there, because I thought he would 
be made a Christian and a scholar, and 
not a sacerdotalist or a theologian. I 
noticed the other night that when the 
names of Canon Henson and _ the 
Bishop of Hereford were mentioned in 
debate there were sounds of dissent. 
But are not they an® many others who 
support this Bill to be reckoned as 
Churchmen? If right hon. and hon. Gentle- 
men wish to destroy the Church of 
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England, which they cannot do, there is | 


no better step they can take than to 
identify it with a political party. 
do not think that the Liberal Party have 
any monopoly of, and perhaps they have 
not a majority in the Church of England. 
Certainly they have no monopoly in 
the Church, but neither have right hon. 
and hon. Gentlemen opposite. The 
Church of England is a national institu- 
tion, and all political opinions are quite 
well represented within its boundaries. 
I have been told in this House and out of it 
that this Bill has taken the country by 
surprise, but I think I could give very 
simply and — shortly a _ conclusive 
piece of evidence to show that that is 
not the case. I have had occasion to 
present several petitions against this 
Bill from my constituency—not many 
and not very numerously signed, but they 
are all drawn in the same language. I 
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part of the extreme Continental Jacobin- 
ism which cannot be fitted in any way 
into the British Constitution. If it 
were carried to its logical extreme we 
might as well shut up the House of 
Commons, and have a museum 0’ 
automatic voting machines run by 
a company promoted, not on Party 
lines, by the hon. Member for South 
Hackney and the hon. Member for the 
Isle of Thanet. In this Protestant 
country nine-tenths of the people who 
have any religion at all believe in private 
judgment, in the open Bible, and in the 
principles of the Reformation. From 
whom does the opposition to this Bill 
come, and by whom is it promoted ? 
The opposition comes from a small knot 


| of High Church clergymen and ecclesi- 





do not quite know what it is called, but | 
it is not the English of scholars; it is | 


not the English of the working man ; 
it is not the language of Christian, Pagan, 
or of man. It is a jargon only used 
by the ecclesiastical petition-monger. 


But the fact is that these petitions were | 


drawn out before this Bill was intro- 
duced and the language is not altered by 
a sentence, or word, or even a comma, 
in the petitions which followed after its 
introduction, so that I do not think 
that the gentlemen who got up these 
petitions could be surprised at the 
nature of the Bill. No intelligent man 
or woman who took part in the last 
election or watched its progress could 


be at all astonished at the main features 


of this measure. I know that what I am 
now going to say is very unpopular, 


and equally unpopular on both sides of | 


the House. I do not believe in the 
doctrine of the mandate. 
Mr. Paul. 


astical laymen who would, if they 
could, Romanise the Church of Eng- 
land and do all in their power to 
assimilate it to the great Church which 
despises them. No doubt there will be 
criticism on parts of the Bill, and no 
perfect Bill was ever introduced into this 
House, but there will be no general, 
certainly no fanatical, opposition to the 
main principles of the measure. I 
heard the other night my hon. friend the 
Member for Leicester plead very earnestly 
for the principles of secular education, 
but I believe that the exclusion of the 
religion of the. Bible from the elementary 
schools of this country would be the most 
inexpressible calamity which could befall 
the nation. I support this Bill because 
I believe it does equal justice to 
all classes and creeds, because I believe 
it is founded on the principle of 
Erasmus that the sum of religion is 
peace and gives statutory authority 
to the principle that religion should have 
a vital and prominent place in the system 
of elementary education in this Christian 
country. 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.): 
I rise, like the hon. Member who has 
just sat down, as a member of the Church 
of England, and after someof the language 
which he has used and which has been 
used by right hon. and hon. Gentle- 


/men on the opposite side of the House 


| 
| 


I feel that I ought to apologise for a 
member of the Church of England 
taking part in this debate. The hon. and 


I regard it as learned Member for North Louth in the 
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extremely interesting and brilliant speech 
which he recently addressed to the House 
referred to the great toleration which the 
(rovernment of this country had extended 
to members of the Roman Catholic 
persuasion, and I was very glad to hear 
him refer to that, as it forms a matter 
which Englishmen contemplate with the 
greatest pride. But if that great and 
good tradition is infringed it will be the 
result of special privileges being accorded 
to the Roman Catholic religion which are 
not accorded to the Church of England. 
I do not desire to keep the attention of 
the House any longer than I can help, 
and it therefore necessarily follows that I 
must omit a great number ef criticisms 
upon this Bill which I should like tc 
make. I do not propose to touch upon 
the question of public control or the 
question of tests to teachers to which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has _re- 
ferred. Only one observation will I 
make upon that matter. 
thinking that right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite very gravely misunderstood 
the observations of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham. 
The right hon. Gentleman does not 
belong to the same Church as I do, and 
I freely admit that it was with some 
surprise and a great deal of pleasure 
that I found myself in almost entire 
agreement with all that fell from his 
lips, and particularly with regard to this 
matter of tests for teachers. The only 
provision in this Bill which touches on 
that is Clause 7, Sub-section 2, which 
provides that— 

“ A teacher employed in an elementary school 


shall not be required as part of his duties as 
teacher to give any religious instruction.” 


That is not the question of test at 
all. That is something that happens 
to him after his appointment— 


* And shall not be required as a condition 


of his appointment ”— 


and this is the test— 


“to subscribe to any religious creed or to 
attend or abstain from attending any Sunday 
school or place of worship.” 


That may be a proper principle or 
not, I am not going to discuss it, 
but it has nothing to do with the 
contention put forward by members of 
the Church of England or of the Church 
of Rome that it is an outrage to permit 
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'a teacher, who dces not believe in the 
religion he is appointed to teach, to 
teach that religion. Ifit were to be a test 
that he should attend certain services, 
then I think we should all of us be equally 
opposed to it. There is one aspect of this 
Bill to which I do think I ought to call 
attention, and that is what I may call 
the uncertainty of the policy which 
underlies it. Take the clause which the 
right hon. Gentleman referred to this 
afternoon, the clause which provides 
for ordinary facilities. One would think, 
looking at that casually, that there was 
some security that ordinary facilities 
will be granted to the non-provided 
schools which are transferred. There 
is no security whatever. It is quite true 
that if the trustees and the local au- 
thorities come to an agreement to that 
effect then such facilities will be 
given. But the local authority is not 
bound to come to such an agreement 
or to take the school over at all. And if 
no agreement is come to the local author- 
ity can go to the Commission who may 


or may not grant such facilities. That 
is characteristic of the whole Bill. There 


is a suggestion thrown out that the 
local authorities are going to be toierant 
and grant the facilities which denomi- 
demand, but when you 
come to examine the Bill closely you 
will find time after time that that promis> 
is not carried out very fully. 


I pass over a large number of instances 
which I could give the House and come to 
the main grievance which the members of 
the Church of England have against this 
Bill. Take the case of Bible teaching. 
Almost every Member of that side of the 
House has said, *‘ We are going to give 
you Bible teaching in your schools, why 
are you not satistied with that ?” 


Sir, there is not any security that 
there is to be any Bible teaching. We 
had a description of the Cowper-Temple 
clause from the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. He 
described it as a thoroughly English 
working compromise. But what the 
Cowper-Temple clause does is not to 
provide that any kind of religious teaching 
is to be given, but that one kind is to be 
given in the schools. Then we are told 
it may be one of the facilities, and that 
we must look at the history of the last 
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thirty-five years. That is the favourite 
reply made. I have endeavoured since 
this debate began to look into the history 
of the last thirty-five years, and there 
is, so far as I can see at present, only one 
official document to assist us, and that 
is the Return given in 1895 of the 
religious instruction given in the board 
schools. I heard with great surprise 
from the Chancellor of the Duchy that 
in only seven boards religious instruction 
had not been given. I looked up that 
point. I know how difficult it is 
to be always accurate in giving these 
statistics. We heard a great deal about 
the want of accuracy in dealing with 
figures in the fiscal debate, but I do not 
think there was ever so great a want of 
accuracy as this. I found that instead 
of seven there were fifty-seven boards in 
Wales where no religious instruction was 
given, and that in no less than 316 boards 
the Bible was read without comment. 
Now to read the Bible without comment 
is practically equivalent to giving no 
religious instruction at all. In the 
overwhelming majority of cases no 
examination or test of the religious 
instruction given in these schools took 


place. It is not impossible to say 
that school board religion is a 


wonderful thing, and there are certain 
people whose word is entitled to respect 
who have said so. But so far as the 
Return and the statement are concerned 
there is no justification whatever for 
the statement. There is even a more 
serious thing than that to consider, and 
that is the nature of this Bible teach- 
ing; the nature of the fundamental 
Christianity of which we have heard so 
much. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland is the only 
person, with the exception of the hon. 
Member for Northampton, who has 
ventured to give a definition of what he 
considers to be fundamental Christianity. 
In the course of the speech he made 
yesterday, he said— 


‘The only torm of Chvistian teaching that 
can properly be given to a child is in those few 
fundamental truths in regard to which 
Christians agree. These fundamental truths are 
the goodness and kindness of the Creator, the 
duty to love Him and keep His commandments 
and the sacred precepts of the New Testament, 
especially those precepts delivered by Christ 
Himself; precepts delivered in expressive 
language, so simple and beautiful, that it 


Lord R. C el, 


{COMMONS} 


The right hon. Gentleman the | 


and Wales) Bill. 1540 


| touches the imagination and emotion of a 
| child, and goes home to his heart.” 

[Cheers.] I hear that cheer, and 
‘I would say nothing to show the 
|slightest disrespect for that religion. 
,The only thing I say about it 1s 
that the essential doctrine of Christi- 
| anity is conspicuous by its absence. And 
‘it is the same in a manner with the 
definition of the hon. Member for North- 
ampton. He says, “Teach the Sermon 
on the Mount.” TI have no objection at 
‘all. The Sermon on the Mount is part 
of Christianity, but it is not the whole of 
Christianity. The morality of the 
iSermon on the Mount would be, | 
|believe, accepted by almost every 
person in this country as part of 
‘their religious belief, but it is 
| grotesque to tell me it is fundamental 
| Christianity. I say I regard such teach- 
ing as that as absolutely worthless from 
the point of view of Christianity. Let 
me be quite clearly understood. 1 speak 
now and I know that I speak with the 
; full assent of a large proportion of the 
;members of the Church of England. 
Be that as it may, I do not wish to be 
unduly dogmatic. But if we are to have 
Christianity at all we must have Christi- 
anity, and we cannot substitute for it 
the teaching of Christian morals and the 
historic teaching of the Bible. So 
much for the history of the last thirty- 
five years. Then we are toll to look 
at the admirable syllabus constructed by 
the Hampshire County Council. I pro- 
posed to say something about that 
subject, but what I intended to say is 
quite unnecessary after what has been 
said by the hon. and learned Member 
for North Louth. I would, however, 
like to say something with regard to what 
the President of the Board of Trade was so 
indignant about, namely, the ’statement 
that the teaching of the Hampshire sylla- 
bus was the teaching of Nonconformity. 
[ venture to say it was the teaching of 
Nonconformity. After all, what is Non- 
conformity? I have had an_ oppor- 
tunity of looking at a document which 
was treated with scant courtesy by the 
right hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Trade; a document that was 
agreed to by all the leading churches 
of Nonconformity. I can tell the House 
exactly what it is called, “ A declaration 
of the United Churches’ convictions,” 
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and it is signed by the heads of all the 
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Free Churches. Now what is that docu- 
ment? If [might venture to summarise 
it, I should describe it as a declaration 
of Church of England doctrine without 
the distinctive feature of Church of 
England doctrine. It is not so much 
that that document contains much that 
the Church of England actually dis- 
approves of as that it omits much that 
the Church of England believes and insists 
on. What is the distinction between the 
Church of England Catechism and the 
Free Church Catechism, speaking gener- 
ally 2? We have been told by the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade that this 
Catechism is the very foundation of the 
undenominational teaching in the Liver- 
pool board schools. Your Cowper- 
Temple clause says you are to have no 
formulary or creed distinctive of any 
particular denomination. Does this con- 
tain any formulary? [Cries of “ No.”] | 
[ agree. Therefore this can be taught | 
in your provided schools, the Church of | 
England Catechism cannot. I was charged 
by the President of the Board of Trade 
wth som» degree of annoyance because I 
ventured to suggest that substantially 
the leading sects of Nonconformists were 
agreed upon that head. I think I have 
satisfied the House that that was a 
perfectly just observation to make, and 
the fact remains that this Bill, which we 
are told is not to be in the interests of 
Nonconformity, which does not give any 
special privileges to Nonconformity, has 
been welcomed with effusive gratitude 
by every Nonconformist in the country. 
[Cries of “ No.”| I know they do not 
like Clause 4, but I am talking of those 
provisions which are not designed to 
assist other creeds than their own. Let 
me read what the hon. Member for the 
Louth Division of Lincolnshire said. 
He said— 





‘‘In its essential feature it carries out the 
education scheme for which Wesleyan 
Methodists have been contending for 
tifteen years. The main provisions in the Bill 
may almost have been taken from the minutes 
of the Wesleyan Conference.” 


Does the right hon. Gentleman still 
assert that this Bill does not give privi- 
leges to Nonconformity? But as_ to 
their syllabuses, whether they are ad- 
mirable or not, the essential fact remains 
that they are not part of this Bill, There 
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is nothing to compel any local authority 
whatever to teach the doctrines con- 
tained in those syllabuses. May I ask 
why they are not putin the Bill? Why ? 
—because you know quite well you would 
not have a chance of passing the Bill 
if you put in any one of them, and for 
the reason hon. Members opposite would 
not have the hardihood to get up then 
and say that this is not a Bill in favour 
of one particular sect. You are not going 
to do it yourself, but you are going to say 
to every county council in the country, 
“You may do it if you like.” That is 
really what this Billis. I confess that the 
form of legislation which says that the 
House of Commons is not to be trusted 
to settle the Christian teaching that is to 
be given in the provided schools of the 
country, but says that the county councils 
are to be trusted with it, is one which I 
admit is ofa very surprising character in- 
deed. The real truth is—it may seem a 
harsh saying—the Members of the Govern- 
ment do not care one way or the other on 
this question. [Cries of,“ Oh.”| L assert 
it is so. The President of the Board of 
“ducation in introducing this Bill said 
Education Bill at all, 
but a Bill to settle that ill-omened 
subject the religious difficulty. It is not 
the most important aspect of education— 
that was the attitude of his speech right 
through. The President of the Board of 
Trade defined the policy in the Bill— 
a phrase I hope that will not be readily 
forgotten—as being based on the prin- 
ciple that “clericalism is the enemy.” 
In order that there might be no 
mistake as to what he meant he 
referred to the history of France, to 
show exactly the sense in which he 
was using the phrase. What has been 
the result in France? Is there simple 
Bible teaching in French schools ? 
Everybody knows that in the State 
schools of France every vestige of religion 
has been excluded, even sacred images 
and pictures. [‘ Why?”] Because 
they say clericalism is the enemy. 
What about America? A book has 
recently been published by Mr. Shadwell 
on educational efficiency. He has 
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|examined this question there, and he 


says— 


* The religious difficulty has been disposed of, 
and that is true. There is no religious que:- 
tiun in the publie schools and no religion. 
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Dogmatic—that is denominational teaching— 
was given up to appease sectarian animosity, 
and Bible-reading substituted. That has been 
actually dropped by degrees, and the founda- 
tions of Western morality have, in effect, dis- 
appeared from the public schools. Pari passu 
attendance at Sunday school has dropped off. 
It is easy to dispose of the religious difticulty 
by disposing of religion. In like manner, the 
educational difficulty has been disposed of in 
the Andaman Islands.” 

That is apparently the ideal of the 
President of the Board of Trade, 
when he sums up the policy of the Govern- 
ment as “clericalism is the enemy.” 
I do not want to pose in any way, but I 
do say that Members of the Church 
of England do care exceedingly about 
this question. They regard religion, 
not as a valuable adjunct to education, 
but as the foundation on which all 
education must rest. They say that 
by the legislation of 1870 and the legisla- 
tion that has followed, the State has 
taken over the education of the children. 
It has made it free, and it has made it 
compulsory. If it has taken over the 
education of the children, it must 
provide the religious education as the 
foundation on which the secular educa- 


tion must rest. That is what we 
mean by the inalienable right of 
parents. Wedo not suggest that if the 


State left the question of education alone, 
they would be bound to give religious 
education to the children. But if they 
take it over, and take the place of the 
parents, as they have in this matter, 
then they are bound to give religious 
instruction, and the only religious in- 
struction they can fairly give is that which 
the parents desire. That is the position 
which the Church of England, in spite of 
the sneers of the President of the Board 
of Trade, honestly takes up. The right 
hon. Gentleman ventured to suggest that 
this right of th: parents was merely 
trotted out as a kind of stalking horse, 
in order to secure some privilege for the 
Church. That is an observation which 
ought never to have been made, And may 
I say this to right hon. and hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, who have come back with 
enormous power, flushed with the victory 
of the polls? They think they are 
irresistible. Do not let them under- 
estimate the forces against them on this 
question. The hon. Member for 
Northampton, with characteristic vigour 
of expression, suggested that the only 
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people who were really against this Bill 
were the section of the Church of England 
which he described as of a romanising 
tendency. That is absolutely the reverse 
of the fact. I do not hold with that 
section myself. If I belong to any section 
it is that of the old HighChurch. Of that 
section I can say they are determined 
in their opposition to this Bill. I had 
an opportunity of attending a meeting of 
Evangelical clergy the other day, and 
to a man they were as vehement and as 
uncompromising in their attitude. The 
Ritualists, it is conceded, are opposed 
to the Bill. You have substantially 
the whole Church of England against 
you on this question. I do not mean to 
say you will not find Churchmen here 
and there who differ upon this matter, 
but, speaking as a practical politician, 
you have the whole of the Church of 
England against you, and let right hon. 
and hon. Gentlemen carefully consider 
the situation. The Church of England 
has not in this country had so much 
perhaps to put up with as the Church 
of Rome, but it too has suffered some 
amount of persecution. Wherever that 
persecution has been attempted it has 
failed, and the Church which did not 
vield to the dragooning of Cromwell’s 
soldiers will not yield to the depart- 
mental persecution and the tyranny 
of this Bill. 


*Mr. WHITBREAD — (Huntingdon- 
shire, Huntingdon): I ask leave to 
take a very short part in this debate, not 
only as one who represents a constituency 
which for the first time for twenty 
years has returned to this House a 
Member to support a Liberal Government, 
but also as one who has for the past 
three years presided over a county 
iducation Committee which has been 
loyally endeavouring to administer the 
Act of 1902 in the true interests of 
the children of that county. I say at 
once that although the Party to which 
I belong found in that Act many things 
to object to, yet the Act has proved 
itself during the past three years in 
many respects a great step in advance 
in the cause of education in our country 
districts. After the debate to which 
we have listened for the last few days, 
and in particular after the very remark- 
able speech delivered by the right hon. 
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Member for West Birmingham, I do not 
think it is necessary to do more than men- 
tion three propositions which I look upon 
as practically admitted or, a‘ all events, 
to which all effective opposition has 
gone by the board. Those  proposi- 
tions are, first, that the Act of 1902 left 
behind it a grievance which was wide- 
spread and well founded; and that there 
is only one way in which to remedy that 


grievance, namely, by giving force to| 


the principles of the Bill now before the 
House, that where public money is 
taken for an object, public control 
must necessarily follow, and that all 
posts in the teaching profession should 


be open to every person who is qualified, | 
regardless of the particular denomination | 


to which he may belong. We are 
told by hon. Gentlemen opposite 
that this is an act of confiscation. 


They declare that they will not give up 
their schools, and I understand from 
what I have read that the managers of 
denominational schoo!s throughout the 
country are prepared, like the clerical! 
party in France, to oppose to the last 
the action of the executive Government 
when they attempt to carry out this 
Bill. Ihear that they are saving up the 
chimney soot of the last spring cleaning 
with which to greet the officials who 
come to take possession of their school 
buildings. I think the position with 
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the denominations to which the 
schools belonged. With regard to the 
school buildings, no one contends 
that they are not private property, 
and no House of Commons would ever 
dream of taking them over without an 
adequate and proper consideration. The 
consideration in this case is, I believe, 
more than adequate, and I find con- 
firmation of that statement in the fact 
that hon. Members sitting on the Opposi- 
tion side have more than once accused the 
Government of erring on the side of 
extravagance. Therefore, it hardly lies 
in the mouth of objectors to this Bill 
to raise the double objection that this is 
an Act of confiscation, while at the same 
time they allege that the consideration 
that is offered for the use of the schools 
is an extravagant use of the taxpayers’ 
money. It is all very well for them to say 
that they are the aggrieved parties, and 
have the right to the choice of the wea- 
pons, but that does not entitle them to 
use both weapons at the same time. 
After the speech of the noble Lord who 


has just sat down, I desire to touch very 


| 





briefly upon the question of religious 
teaching in the schools. I have been 
told that Cowper-Templeism, or the 
simple Bible teaching given in the schools, 
is a colourless religion. It has been 
called a new religion. The right hon. 
Gentlemen the Member for West Birming- 


regard to the alleged confiscation of | ham upon a former occasion used that 
voluntary schools would be made much expression, but I gather that he has 


clearer if we kept in sight one simple 


| 


now withdrawn it. The right hon. 


fact, that a school and a school building Gentleman is not one who easily with- 


are two distinct and independent things. 
A school is an institution which has a 
continuous life, independent of whether 
or not it is housed in any particular build- 
ing. This House would still be the House 
of Commons if these buildings were con- 
sumed by fire, and the public elementary 
school will continue to be a school whether 
it is allowed to carry on its work within 
the walls of any particular building or 
not. As far as schools are concerned, 
voluntary schools have been given up 
longago. From the first days of building 


grants, fee grants, and aid grants, 
night up to the Act of 1902, the 
whole course has been to shift the 


burden of the maintenance of the 
voluntary schools on to the shoulders 
of the public, and to take the corres- 
ponding burdens off the shoulders of 
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draws what he has said, and just in propor- 
tion as his withdrawals are unusual, so we 
are grateful. What is this new religion ? 
One is almost tempted to wonder, if it 
were possible for the late Mr. Cowper- 
Temple to re-visit this House, what he 
would think of its being said that what 
he introduced was a new religion. Mr. 
Cowper-Temple was a stout Churchman, 
who passed many years of his life in 
this House, and afterwards went to 
another place. It might be said that 
he lived and died in orthodoxy. What is 
to-day the teaching that is derided as 
Cowper-Templeism, which itself was the 
result of a very small amendment, 
introduced at Mr. Cowper-Temple’s in- 
stigation into the Act of 1870? I have 
here a copy of the instructions issued by 
the Education Committee, over which 


3G 








1547 Education (England 


1 have the pleasure of presiding, and I 
will venture very briefly to quote some 
of them to the House, because I think 
an ounce of fact is worth a ton of abuse. 
The first instruction runs— 

“The Bible shall be read, and there shall be 

given such explanation and such instruction 
therefrom in the principles of the Christian 
religion and morality, as are suited to the 
capacity of the children.” 
Provision is made for offering prayer 
end using hymns at the proper time, and 
for that purpose we have to provide a 
snall collection of hymns and _ prayers 
which I should have no_ hesitation 
in offering for the approval of any 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, so carefully 
have they been compiled. And then, in 
case we should be accused of being narrow 
or sectarian, we have enacted— 

“That any head teacher who wishes, instead 
of adopting our syllabus, may adopt the Serip- 
ture of the Oxford or Cambridge junior local 
examination syllabus, or that of the Ely 
Diocesan Council.” 


Hon. Members who have any ac- 
quaintance with the Ely Diocesan 
Council will be able to appreciate 


the length and breadth of that con- 
cession. For the infants and lower 
standards we have the Lord’s Prayer, 
the 23rd Psalm, the Ten Commandments, 
the Gospel according to St. Mark, lessons 
from seven selected parables, the Gospels 
of St. Luke and St. John, the Acts of the 
Apostles, and so on. Is this a new 
religion ? I would venture to make two 
statements with respect to it. First of 
all, this religious instruction, admin- 
istered with ordinary average ability 
and loyalty by the teachers in our 
elementary schools, is in itself a 
sound and a good foundation for any 
doctrinal instruction that may follow. 
In the second place, it is in my humble 
opinion such religious instruction as you 
can profitably and conveniently instil 
into the minds of the average children 
between the ages of five and fourteen 
years. Whilst on the subject of the 
rights of parents, I will say that any 
parent who finds this syllabus insufficient, 
may be safely trusted to look after the 
further final religious instruction of his 
child. This simple Bible teaching has 
stood the test of a generation, and it has 
commended itself to persons high in 
authority in the Church of England, who 
in the early days viewed it with suspicion 
Mr, Whitbread. 
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and dislike, but who have come now to 
speak of it with a warin tribute of praise. 
It is said that you have no guarantee 
what will be taught. What guarantee 
‘an you have as to how the education 
in our schools is administered, except 
our knowlodge of the earnestness and 
loyalty of those who devote them- 
selves to the profession of teaching 
in our schools? If it is a question of 
guarantee, what guarantee has the Church 
of England in regard to the teaching that 
goes on in her Sunday schools? How 
often has it been the experience of 
hon. Members that the teaching in the 
Church of England Sunday schools has 
been left as a kind of safety valve for 
the exuberant zeal of the younger 
members of the clergyman’s family ? 
I believe that the persons who enter 
the teaching profession and find a sphere 
of usefulness in our elementary schools are 
not Agnostics or indifferent to the value of 
They are, I believe, 
if I may describe them by such a term, 
a very conventionally minded class of 
persons. Most of them are, as a matter 
of fact, members of the Church of Eng- 
land ; all, or most of them, take up their 
profession from a real and earnest love 
of the children they have to teach. I 
believe that teaching such as I have 
ventured to indicate to the House 


'may be left with great confidence to the 
| teachers whom we find in the elementary 


schools. At any rate, what I believe 
to be most important in promoting 
Christian charity and harmony among 
the people in our agricultural districts 
and in towns is that we should have a 
system under which every little Anglican, 
every little Wesleyan, every little 
Evangelical, and every little Calvinist 
may sit on the same form and 
learn together their duty towards one 
another, and, as regards their higher 
duty, may learn something of the great 
lessons of order, reverence, and good 
conduct, which may be drawn from 
such teaching. I know that:in a Bill 
containing forty clauses there must be 
room for amendment. I listened with 
great interest and instruction to the 
speech of the hon. Member for North Cam- 
berwell, and I found myself practically 
in agreement with him as to the necessity 
of various Amendments in’ the Bill. 
If I might particularise for a moment I 
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would turn to the clause which authorises 
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she delegation of powers. “ Devolution ” 
is a word much in vogue at the present 
time. There appears to be an almost 
Mesopotamian blessedness in the word 
“ devoiution,” except in one place which 
we must not mention, and that is Ireland. 
I look with some alarm and misgiving 
upon the proposal to delegate powers from 
the education committees as they are 
at present constituted, to smaller and 
perhaps less capable and less responsible 
local bodies, but that may be made the 
subject of an Amendment, and I know 
that this is not the stage for dwelling on 
defects of that character. I shall vote 
with confidence and absolute conviction 
in favour of the Second Reading of the 
Bill, which I look upon as an earnest 
and genuine attempt, full of hope for the 
future, to improve the educational system 


of this country. I appeal to hon. 
Members opposite not to take up the 
uncompromising attitude of hostility 


to this Bill which is shown by some 
of their friends and supporters outside 
the House. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare- 
ham): The hon. Member for Northamp- 
ton said in addressing the House that he 
had no right whatever to claim to speak 
for the Church of England, and almost in 
the same breath he proceeded to state what 
he asserted to be the views of nineteen- 
twentieths of the members of that 
Church. He stated that they were in 
favour of the principle of this Bill. He 
quoted in support of his contention a 
Churchman whom we all know to be 
opposed to us in politics—the Bishop of 
Hereford. He quoted him as a supporter 
of the Bill. The Bishop of Hereford in a 
letter which appeared in The Times of 
Monday last indicated certain Amend- 
ments which he considered were neces- 
sary in order to make the Bill accept- 
able to him. If the Government are 
willing to accept these Amendments, all 


I can say is that they will go far to) 


remove the objections of Churchmen, and 
of those on this side of the House. The 
Amendments would also incidentally de- 
stroy the whole basis of the Bill. The 
President of the Board of Trade resented 
with much vehemence the imputation 
that the Bill is directed against the 
Church of England. But I would remind 
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the right hon. Gentleman of what was 
said on August 30th last year by the 
Leader of the Welsh Party, of which, 
no doubt, the right hon. Gentleman is 
still a Member— 

‘Wales possesses in this education fight 
the greatest opportunity she has ever had or 
is ever likely to have for securing once for all 
full civil and religious liberty. It has placed 
disestablishment once more within the range 
of practical politics, and actually within our 
grasp... , It is not the Education Question 
per se Which ap eals to meso much as the fact 
that this fight must lead up to disestablish- 
ment.” , 

In view of that utterance I think we 
are justified as Churchmen in feeling some 
apprehension as to the ultimate effect of 
this Bill. Churchmen, rightly or wrongly, 
regard this measure as a religious re- 
prisals Bill. They believe its effect must 
be to alienate from the Church of England 
the support of its own rising generation, 
and thus to facilitate the grand assault 
that will ultimately be made upon the 
Establishment. The part of the Bill to 
which I most strongly object as it stands 
is Clause 4. I think it rightly gives offence 
because of its cynically partial character. 
It is an artful bid for the support of the 
two sects whose creeds are most antag- 
onistic to the Free Churches—the Roman 
Catholics and the Jews—but who are so 
strong politically that they have to be 
placated. The true effect of this clause has 
been strikingly shown by the figures which 
have been supplied to us in answer to a 
Question which I put to the Minister for 
Education a few days ago. Ido not want 
to impute motives, but there is a dis- 
crimination against the Church of 
England in this clause which rightly 
alarms every member of the Church. 
The hon. Member for the Scotland 
Division of Liverpool spoke of 250 schools 
being taken away from the Roman 
Catholic Church. But no less than 8,800 
schools will be taken away from the con- 
trol of the Church of England under 
this Bill. Could there possibly be a 
more complete exposure of the partiality, 
and the intentions of this clause? I think 
I may fairly say that that is the in- 
tention after the speech of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer this afternoon. The 
right hon. Gentleman admitted that the 
clause was put in specially for the Roman 
Catholics and the Jews. He said that 
the clause had been forced upon the 
Government. Forced upon them by 
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what ? By political exigencies. 
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ot “ No.”] Well, I venture to contend | it is designed to enable an infinitesimal 


that that is so. The President of the | 
Board of Trade was not afraid to say 
the other day that all the Govern- 


ment asked for was “fair play and | 
absolute equality in the eyes of the | 


law for all well-behaved citizens. 
conception of absolute equality in 
eyes of the law is shown’ by 
figures in the Return supplied by 
Minister of Education. But what 
the right hon. Gentleman mean 
oe - a I - a] aaiey 2 =f en ? 

well-behaved citizens ” ? 


did 
by 


Their | 
the | 
the | 
the | 


Are only the | 


citizens who profess to belong to the) 


Nonconformist churches well-behaved 
citizens ? Are passive resisters well- 
_ behaved citizens? [Cries of “ Yes.’’] 


These were the words used by the right 
hon. Gentleman. I come now to the 
language of the Minister for Education 
in reply to the Jewish deputation. 
When the deputation said to the right 
hon. 
at the mercy 
the right hon. 


of the local authorities, 
Gentleman said— 
“You must trust the local authorities. I 


believe the local authorities will do their duty 
under these proposals to the Roman Catholics 


and the Jews, and I trust also to the Chureh | out of his Bill altogether. 


of England.” 


not sure in the 
England ! 
what 1s 


the attitude of 


'ever it is to be given. 


case of the Church of | 
That remark really revealed | 
mind of the} 


| minority, which has no special claims, 
| not only to force its views upon the vast 
majority, but to deprive that majority 
of privileges which it has earned by great 
personal sacrifices and which it has long 
enjoved—to deprive it, indeed, of control 
over property which had been erected 
and maintained for specific purposes and 
for the benefit of children of all de- 
nominations. 


The only other point to which I wish 
to refer is with regard to the optional 
character of religious instruction when- 
Mr. Gladstone 


said that in the case of religious educa- 


| tion the desire for it was least where the 


| need was greatest. 


I say that if religious 
instruction is to be absolutely optional, 
if there is to be no compulsion, that will 


be equivalent to making no provision for 


Gentleman that they would still be | 


religious education at all. Whatever the 
result of the denominational fight may 
be, I hope the Minister for Education 


will see his way to remedy this serious 


defect, or if if the right hon. Gentleman 
favours secular education Jet him say so 
honestly, and leave the name of religion 
At present it 


‘is difficult to know what his attitude of 
Yes, but the right hon. Gentleman was | 


right hon. Gentleman in regard to the | 


protest of the Church of England. 
He makes no provision in his Bill for 
the improvement of education, or for 
its more econom cal 
The right hon. 
clauses and two schedules to this special 
legislation for the benefit of two powerful 


administration. | 
Gentleman devotes forty | 


sects, as was admitted by the Chancellor | 


of the Exchequer ; and he has done this 
in the hope of squaring their opposition. 
I do not know how far he has been suc- 


mind is as to what the religious instruc- 
tion should be. The right hon. Gentle- 
man seems to be balancing between two 
opinions, and looking for a working com- 
promise between religious and secular 
education. He must know that a religion 
cannot be re-hashed or created by legisla 
tive ingenuity. The Japanese tried it, 
and sent a Commission of theologians all 
over the world to investigate every 
religion, and to make up one bringing 
out the best points of each. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 


| EDUCATION (Mr. Brrre t, Bristol, N.) : 


cessful in squaring that opposition, but | 


I fancy it will prove as difficult as 
syuaring the circle, and is likely to be 
attended with about the same success. 
This four-fifths clause, as it is called, 
is not a fair dese rs eae of it, because 
that suggests that the Government is 
merely seeking to safeguard the rights 


of overwhelming majorit es and is even 


o‘fering them privileges which they do | 


not enjoy already. 


Mr. Arthur Lee. 


I am content with the Christian religion. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: But the right hon. 
Gentleman cannot get all sects to agree 
as to what the Christian religion is. We 
all know that Mr. Gladstone described 
this kind of religion, which the right hon. 
Gentleman is favouring, as a “ popular 
imposture.” I almost tremble to, think 
what language Mr.4%,Gladstone “would 
apply to this Bill. Mt any rate, what- 


It ought rather to ever the Bill is, it is not “popular,” it is 
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an unpopular imposture ; and I hope the 
good sense and honesty of the House 
will prevent its passing in anything like 
its present form. 


*Mr. SNOWDEN (Blackburn) : I can- 
not join in the hope expressed by the 
noble Lord, the Member for East Maryle- 
bone, that this measure when it passes 
into law will put an end to educational 
controversy. No one can have listened 
to this debate without feeling the hope- 
lessness of the prospect of reconciling 
the conflicting interests in regard to 
education, And I do not hope there- 
fore that anything I can say to-day is 
likely to bring nearer together these 
different views. However, I want to 
endeavour to place before the House the 
opinion of what I know is a very large 
section of the working classes of the 
community. During the last thirty-five 
years there has been a very great change 
in the opinion of the working classes in 
regard to education. To-day there is a 
far keener appreciation of the importance 
and necessity of education than existed 
thirty-five years ago. The return to 
this House of those with whom I am 
associated is one evidence of that change. 
There is no sentiment more heartily 
applauded at a public meeting of the 
working classes than a reference to the 
disinherited condition, from an educa- 
tional point of view, of the working 
That is a recognition of the 
fact that from an industrial and social 
point of view their minds tend in the 
direction of a better education. I want, 
therefore, to endeavour, as far as I may 
be able, to interpret to this House what 
I believe to be the overwhelming volume 
of opinion of the working classes on this 
education question. I take it that the 
intention of the present measure is to 
deal with the difficulties and short- 
comings which have been manifested in 
the working of the existing Acts, and 


classes. 
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| than 


that any amending Education Billintro- | 
duced into this House should be based | 
upon our experience of the operation | 


of preceding Acts 
that so far as he was aware there was 


sult of the experience of the working of all 
the’ Education Acts since that of 1870. 
We have an unrecorded, but nevertheless 


large measure 


The noble Lord said | 


of experience of the | 
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working of these Acts. The Education 
Act of 1870 established two principles, 
which are not disputed by any section of 
opinion represented either in this House 
or outside it. The Act of 1870 was 
passed as a result of the conviction that 
the State must take its stand on the 
civic education of the children of the 
State. That Act laid it down as a 
principle that it is the duty and the 
interest ofthe State to that all 
its future citizens are provided with at 
least a minimum of education to enable 
them when grown up to discharge their 
social and industrial duties. That is 
what we might call civic education. The 
other principle was that it is not the duty 
of the State to require compulsory 
religious instruction. Nevertheless, the 
Aet of 1870 did provide opportunities for 
satisfying the desires of that part of the 
population who wished for religious edu- 
cation. We have had thirty-five years 
experience of that, and what is the 
result ? | should be very sorry to say one 
word that would wound the feelings of 
any person who holds the opinion that 
religious instruction should given 
in the public elementary schools; but 
it is our duty to have the courage to de- 


see 


} 
pe 


clare the faets, however unpalatable 
they may be. Surely if religious 
teaching has an eiiect upon moral 


character it will have an effect upon 
the conduct of the children who receive 
the instruction. What do we find? A 
Return was presented to this House only 
a few days ago giving the religious 
training and the religious faith of all the 
prisoners in His Majesty’s prisons on a 
certain day two or three months back. 
From that we find that out of 21,000 
prisoners in those prisons upon that 
particular day more than 20,000 had 
been trained in the religious atmes- 
phere of the sectarian school. More 
16,000 declared themselves as 
associated with the Church of England, 
while only 1,100 declared themselves 
to be Nonconformists, or to profess 
no religion at all. I submit that that 
is exactly what one would expect as the re- 


‘sult of teaching theology to children. 
only one Return published giving the re- | 


The very last thing to be taught to chil- 
dren is theology. No child can under- 
stand it, and even grown up men 
cannot. We have something like 400 
different sects of theologians in this 
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country, and they all give a different | the mass of the people to-day are little, 


interpretation of the same teaching. 


submit that the last thing in the world | forty vears ago. 


I\if any, better educated than they were 


It is quite true that 


we should resort to for the development | there are a larger number of people 
of moral character is theological teaching. | 


The teaching of creeds is founded largely, 


if not mainly, upon superstition, and the | 


teaching of them does not tend to develop 
moral character. The teaching of these 
creeds gives the child no intelligence to 
deal with the problems of this age. 
What is morality ? According to the 
syllabus of the London County Council 


| declaration 


schools the children are to go for their | 
morality to the lives of Abraham and of | 
the other patriarchs, and to the lives and | 
ethical knowledge of a people emerging | 


from barbarism. What is called religious 


teaching is, I submit to the House, not | 


religious teaching at all, and there is 
no connection between 
of theology and the teaching of true 
religion. The noble Lord the Member 
for Marylebone refuses to accept the 
doctrine that true religion consists of 
helpfulness and unselfishness, and that 
charity and love are the foundations of 
Christian teaching. What is Christian 
teaching? Surely if there be an intelli- 
gible declaration of Christian teaching 
you will find it in the first declaration 
made by Christ himself, in which He 


the teaching | 


said that He came to bring good news | 


to the poor and liberty to the bruised. 
What is religion? The only religion 
vou can teach the children is to be good 
to be kind, to be pure, to be helpful, 
and there can be no higher religion than 


that. The teaching of theology has 
had a most serious effect upon the 


efficiency of the civic part of our educa- 
tional institutions. I do not share the 
opinion expressed by more than one 
Member of this House that our thirty-five 
vears experience of the school board 
system is that it has achieved satisfactory 
and substantial results. I can speak with 
a certain measure of authority in regard 
to this question. The only education 
I ever had was given in a board school ; 


I served for some years as teacher in a. 


board school; I have served for many 


as a member of a 


| devise some 
school board; I | 


know the working of the schools, and | 
IT am prepared to state, as a general | 


statement, that in spite of all the money 


which was spent on our elementary | 
schools during the last thirty-five years, | 


Mr. Snowden. 


who can read and write, but in the 


| absence of the moral inclination of the 


teaching given their example has been 
mainly to prove the truth of Ruskin’s 
as to the results of the 
present system of education. The in- 
struction now given is of such an in- 
sufficient character that, in the majority 
of cases, after the children have been 
away from school for six months they 
have practically forgotten everything 
that they had learned. What the 
reason for that? I submit that the 
main reason for the inefficiency of the 
secular part of our education is to 
be found in its association with sectarian- 
ism. My experience of the school board 
system has been that elections are 
fought out, not as between educationalists 
and non-educationalists, but between 
sectarians of one form and _ sectarians 
of another form, who try to get control 
of the local administrative machinery, 
in order that they may have an oppor- 
tunity of inoculating the children with 
their particular theological ideas. Under 
the old school board system men were 
elected who knew nothing about education 
but upon sectarian grounds, and [| 
myself know of the case of a man who 
could neither read nor write, who was 
elected a member of a school board simply 
because he happened to be a very sub- 
stantial supporter of the local church. 
The evil influence of a system like that 
is incalculable. When the administra- 
tion of education is in the hands of the 
local authorities the municipal elections 
are mainly fought on the question of 
religious education, with the result that 
the thousand and one important matters 
of social life and higher education are 
subordinated to the candidate’s opinion 
upon teaching the children the incom- 
prehensibilities of the Athanasian Creed. 
This position is absolutely intolerable, 
and it is the duty of this House to 
means which will relieve 
us of it, and once and for ever release 
s cular education from association with 
anything of a denominational] character. 
Can this be done ¢ I venture to think it 
can. We are agreed that it is the duty 
of the State to provide civic education 


is 
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but we are not agreed that it is the duty 
of the State to provide religious in- 
struction. That is, in my judgment, an 
individual matter. I do not think that I 
need attempt to answer the clerics who 
say you cannot have any development 
of moral character unless you have the 
teaching of religion. They have a perfect 
right to hold that opinion, and I believe 
they are perfectly right to use every 
means at their own expense, and in their 
own spheres of influence, to propagate 
their opinions. But that is only the view 
held by sectarian people. It is not held 
by the majority of the people, and 
therefore a sect has no right whatever 


to impose its own opinions upon the | 


majority. I think we shall all agree 
that it is the duty of the State to provide 
those things by State organisation and 
State expenditure upon which the majority 
of the people agree, or for which the 
voice of the people is unanimous in 
thinking that there is a public necessity. 
We do not agree that the teaching of 
theology or what in this controversy is 
called religion is a social necessity ; 
therefore, instruction of this sort ought 
to be given by those who believe in it, 
though I think the State should permit 
every opportunity and give the fullest 
liberty to every sect to teach its own 
creed at its own expense and in its own 
time. It seems to me, therefore, that 
the solution of the question is quite plain. 
Let the State confine itself to teaching 
those things upon which we are all 
agreed, leaving to individuals or to 
as ociations of individuals the respon- 
sibility of teaching those things upon 
which we are not agreed. How far does 
the Bill before the House carry out this 
proposition, and how far does it redeem 
the election promises of the Party now in 
power? What was the election pro- 


gramme ofthe Liberal Party ? [think no | 


hon. Member associated with that Party 
in this House will dispute the fairness of 


what I am about to say. The Liberal | 
education programme at the late elec- | 


tion was public control of all schools, 


no sectarian tests, and no public money | 


for the advantage of sectarian creeds. 


Those were the three points. How | 


far does this Bill redeem those election 
pledges? Does it give us public control ? 
What do we mean by public control ? 
An hon. Member who addressed the 
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| House this evening expressed an opinion 
which he said he did not expect would 
meet with a large measure of approval 
in this House. He said he did not be- 
lieve in the rule of the majority. I 
am a democrat, and I am unable to 
see any better way of ruling than by the 
majority. But there are certain things 
which [ maintain a majority has no 
right to do. A majority has no right 
to interfere with individual action or 
individual opinion when that individual 
action or that individual opinion is 
not manifestly inimical to the welfare of 
society; therefore I think public control 
over education must be safeguarded by 
such provisions that even the rule 
of the majority shall not be permitted 
to violate individual right of liberty. 
What is going to happen if this Bill 
passes into law? The bitterness of 


the sectarian struggle for municipal 
votes is going to be increased 


a thousandfold. It is going to be 
the one thing upon which elections 
will be fought. What happened in the 
old school board elections? Different 
sects put forth their whole energy and 
strength to obtain votes, and they 
succeeded in getting sectarian teaching 
which did not represent the opinions 
of the majority. We shall have the 
same thing happening in the municipal 
elections. We shall have the control 
of the predominant sect to teach in the 
| schools creeds which are not in harmony 
with the views of the people. It is 
declared that by the Cowper-Temple 
clause it is perfectly legal to teach a 
particular creed and we are gomg to 
have that. Then with regard to the 
sectarian tests. I know that half the 
differences of opinion in the world are 
due to the want of clear definitions. One 
hon. Member in a speech, which from the 
Christian spirit it displayed, must have 
touched the heart of every Member of 
this House, while admitting that inquiries 
should be made into the religious convic- 
tion of the applicant, denied that that 
was a religious test. What is the use of 
an inquiry unless it has a purpose ? 
| And what is the purpose of the inquiry,? 
To ascertain the religion of the applicant, 
and unless the inquiry results in showing 
| that the teacher belongs to the particular 
|denomination, he stands no chance of 
getting the appointment. There, are 
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may come under the four-fifths clause. 
In those schools you will probably have 
not less than 25,000 teachers. 


imposed on 25,000 civil servants. With 


regard to the third part of the Liberal | 


programme that no money should begiven 
for teaching in sectarian schools, does 
this Bill redeem that pledge ? It does no 
such thing. We are told by the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell that it 
will cost £750,000 for the annual rent 
of the buildings of the voluntary schools 
and £750,000 for their maintenance, and 
therefore vou are going to. give 
£1,500,000 to the teaching of sectarian 
religion. The three cardinal points 
in the Liberal Programme are not 
redeemed by this Bill. I will not detain 
the House further upon that. 


We have been told repeatedly by hon. 
Members that the secular solution is the 
logical solution of this question. I 
should not think of basing an appeal to 
my colleagues in this House for any 
proposal on the ground that it is logical, 
and I do not base my contention for 
secular teaching in the schools on that 
ground; I base it on the ground of 
common sense and practicability. The 
secular solution will not inflict any 
outrage on the conscience of any indi- 
vidual in the country. The secular 
system would only teach those things 
which the State has decided it is right 
to teach. We do not differ about 
teaching the children to read and write 
and the other subjects which are com- 
pulsory under the Education Code. 
There is nothing in the teaching of 
those things which is opposed to the 
honest convictions of a Catholic, an 
Anglican, or a Dissenter; all of them 
regard thesethings as necessary. It is quite 
true many of them regard something 
else as necessary, as a supplement to 
education. They can have _ perfect 
hberty to supplement it in their own 
way, with their own money. Hon. 
Members who have spoken have declined 
to support any immediate proposals 
for giving effect to the secular solution 
on the ground that, although it is the 
logical solution, there is no public opinion 
in favour of it. No public opinion in 


Mr. Snowden. 
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nearly 5,000 schools in the country that 


Therefore, 
under this Bill, when it becomes an Act, | 
vou are going to have sectarian tests | 
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| favour of a secular system of educa- 
'tion! At the Trade Union Congress, 
representing two millions of the most 
intelligent of the thinking portion of the 
working-class population, they have 
over and over again unanimously ex- 
pressed their demand for a_ secular 
solution of the education difficulty. 
The Labour Representative Conference 
only a few weeks ago gave a practically 
unanimous vote to the same _ effect. 
But the working-classes are not alone 
in making this demand. The President 
of the Board of Trade, while admitting 
that the secular solution was the logical 
solution, said it could not be carried out 
because there was no body of opinion in 
its favour. If the right hon. Gentleman 
were in his place I would direct his 
attention to a quarter with which he will 
agree. "Phe Congregational Union of 
Wales met eighteen months ago; the 
executive had prepared a Resolution on 
the Education question, but an Amend- 
ment was moved in favour of the secular 
solution. And in this conference, where 
the religious feeling was very strong—it 
was composed largely of ministers 
according to the newspaper reports the 
recommendation of the Executive Com- 
mittee was rejected and the Amendment 
was carried by an almost unanimous 
vote amidst resounding cheers. I am 
informed that the right hon. Gentleman 
was present at the gathering. May | 
quote here just a word of one of the 
most influential men in the free Churches 
to-day? A few months ago Dr. Horton 
said— 

* More and more it seems to ne the whole 
difficulty lies in the State attempting to give 
religious instruction. If education is to be 
efficient it must go on its way unhampered by 
the religious question.” 

Another eminent Nonconformist divine 
expressed similar views recently in the 
Fortnightly Review. 1 know there is an 
enormous feeling among the lay; and 
ministerial members of the Free Churches 
in this country in favour of secular 
education. One hon. Member who spoke 
pointed out that it was quite wrong to 
say that the Catholic section of the 
Church of England was in favour of 
this Bill. The ritualistic section are in 
favour of secular education, and often 
publicly express themselves upon it. If 
the only difficulty of Members opposite 
is the fear that there is no public opinion 
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in favour of this secular solution, let them 
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disabuse their minds of it. The work- 
ing men of this country would welcome 
it. As to the statement of the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell, repeated 


by the Chief Secretary for Ireland, 
that if there was no religion taught 
in our schools what would become 


of the poor waifs, surely respect for 
the work of the Christian Church 
ought to have prevented such a state- 
ment as that. What are our thousands 
of churches and thousands of ministers 
doing? What are the tens of thousands 
of Sunday School teachers doing to-day, 
and why are millions being spent on 
spreading Christianity abroad, if in a 
land boasting of a Christian people there 
are thousands of children in our slums 
who do not hear a word of the gospels 
except in the secular schools? If the 
statements of the hon. Members are 
correct, keep your money at home and 
spend it in Christianising your own 
people. If religious education were ex- 
cluded from our schools, there would 
be a revival of energy and zeal on the 
the part of the Christian Church. I 
submit that this solution is not only 
logical, but common sense ; it is the only 
practical way to treat this question, and 
that treatment, Iam sure, will be received 
with hearty approval and satisfaction by 
the working classes of the country. And, 
after all, this is their question. It is not 
the question of nineteen out of every 
twenty Members of this House. I was 
surprised to hear the objections from 
the other side when the hon. Member 
for Kast Mayo was speaking yesterday, 
and an hon. Member opposite gave the 
House the information that the President 
of the Board of Trade sent his children 
to the elementary school. If the right 
hon. Gentleman does that he is a unique 
example of the middle class democrat. 
There are not two Members out of fifty 
in this House who send their children 
to these schools. I was struck when in 
obtaining some information upon the 
administration of education I discovered 
that nine out of ten of those who had 
been elected to administer the board 
schools were not sending their children 
to them. This is a 
question. Hitherto the working classes 


have been asleep in their ignorance ;' 
they are now awake, and are not) 
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tion to be the sport and plaything 
of the parson and the priest. No 
settlement will ever be permanent 


which is not settled by the people them- 
selves. We feel keenly upon the ques- 
tion. We want all this sectarian strife 
out of the way, so that education shall 


no longer divide men, but that men 
of all religious opinions may unite 


in providing for the coming generation 
the best education possible. Realising 
as I do the disadvantages suffered for 
the want of a better education, the 
claims of the children appeal to me with 
special force. They are so poor and so 
helpless, and their future will be what 
we give them the opportunity of making 
it, and if we only give them what in 
justice is theirs, then I am quite certain 
when they grow up to be men and 
women what we see through a glass 
darkly they will see with a clearer 
vision. I am sure that by their educa- 
tion they will lay the foundation of a 
great country, an Empire whose founda- 
tions shall not rest then upon the 
ruined lives of its little children, but 
a nation and an Empire whose founda- 
tion shall be upon the health and the 
happiness of its people; whose wealth 
shall be in that merchandise which is 
better than the merchandise of silver 
and of tine gold. We shall come to that 
time, and I believe it is not far distant, 
when, as the greatest seer of the nine- 
teenth century saw with prophetic vision, 
England as a Christian mother shall at 
last attain to the dignity and grandeur 
of a heathen one and be able to lead 
forth her children saying “these are my 
jewels.” sd 

Str CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford): Will the House allow me to say 
half a dozen words from the point of view 
of an agricultural Member? I have 


very great diffidence in saying anything 


on this subject, because I know very well 
I am not an enthusiast, a crank, or a 
fanatic on the subject of education in 
the agricultural districts. To speak 
plainly, 1 detest it so far as I am con- 
cerned. [ am here simply as an agri- 
cultural Member, principally to keep the 
rates down, and particularly the rates for 
education. I remember in this connection 
that when the right hon. Gentleman the 
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President of the Board of Education was 
in a position of greater freedom and less 
responsibility, when he sat on this side 
and we sat on the other, he told us 
that we were a lot of Tony Lumpkins 
speaking of what we did not understand, 
and that we would rather have the money 
that was spent on education spent on 
artificial manures. The President of 
the Board of Education was not very far 
wrong from our point of view. If hon. 
Gentlemen opposite think that their Bill 
is going to bring the millennium, or a new 
heaven or a new earth, or anything of 
that kind, I should like to tell them 
they are very much mistaken. What 
we want is to have the enormous expense 
of education taken oif the back of the 
land and the whole charge put upon the 
back of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
If the Government would do that they 
would do a great act, because they would 
be able to get rid of these advisory com- 
mittees dotted about all over the country, 
who seem to lead sleepless nights and 
laborious days seeking how they can 
put another penny on the rates, and 
manage the whole thing from an office 
in London. If the late Government 
had taken my advice and put the burden 
of the cost of education on the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, they would 
not have had any grumbling about 
religious or denominational education, 
because what people do not pay for 
they do not grumble at. There is another 
question to which I should like to allude, 
and that is the question of the pious 
founder. It seems to me he comes very 
badly out of this Bill. Another question 
to which I would call attention is one 
from a purely agricultural point of view. 
I never can understand why, with the 
galaxy of talent at the disposal of the 
Education Department, they cannot alter 
their syllabus or curriculum so that the 
children shall be taught that which will 
be of some little use to them in after life. 
Why cannot they be taught the difference 
between barley and oats, and a mangold 
wurzel and a turnip? Instead of that 
they teach them what Goldsmith, in his 
Vicar of Wakefield, calls Shakespeare 
and the musical glasses. An agricul- 
tural labourer’s children, when they 
leave school, know little of the practical 
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work of life. 
Would it not be possible if you modified 


Sir Carne Rasch. 
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There is another matter. | 


| 
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the curriculum in the schools to allow the 
agricultural labourer’s child to leave 
school a little earlier? An agricultural 
labourer is not a rich man, and an 
extra sixpence a week means a good deal 
to him, and there is no reason why he 
should not get it if the curriculum is 
modified and made to include useful 
work. We do not object to education. 
We can stand a certain amount of it, 
and we respect the prejudices of our 
well-meaning neighbours and __ friends, 
but we do not want to be ruined by itin 
the agricultural districts. We do not 
want to be butchered to make an educa- 
tional holiday. As to the education part 
of the question, it seems to me rather 
odd that the Education Department 
cannot take a leaf out of the Army List, 
as it were. In the Army, at least in my 
time, the Roman Catholic came into the 
schools at one time, the Nonconformist at 
another, and the Church of England parson 
at another. We never had any dispute. 
I know the Government will not put the 
charge of education on the back of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, as many of 
us think they should, but I do hope that 
some notice will be taken of my sugges- 
tions that the agricultural labourer’s 
children should be allowed to get away a 
little sooner from school, and that they 
should be taught something that will be 
useful to them when they have left school. 


And, it being a quarter-past Hight of 
the clock, and there being Private 
Business set down, by direction of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means, under 
Standing Order No. 8, further proceeding 
was postponed without Question put. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR BOARD 
BILL [LorDs]. (BY ORDER.) 


Read a second time, and committed. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Postponed proceeding on Amendment 
to Question [7th May], “ That the Bill 
be now read a second time,” resumed. 


Question again proposed, “ That the 
h > 
word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question. 
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*Mr. MASSIE (Wiltshire, Cricklade) : 
TI am sorry that the noble Lord the 
Member for East Marylebone has left the 
House, as I am desirous of offering some 
answer to his remarks. I do not doubt 
that the noble Lord wished to be fair- 
minded ; but I hope he will forgive me 
for saying that his training has not been 
conducive to that end. To have be- 
longed from birth to a privileged Church 
makes it hard to be fair to what are 
deemed the inferior sects. Most of our 
Church of England friends wish, of course, 


{10 May 1906} 





to be just ; but privilege is a bad training | 


for understanding what justice and 
equality mean. The noble Lord was 
quite night in saying that the Bill is not 
primarily an Education Bill. 
preparation for education. Certain 
obstacles in the way have to be removed 
before education can go forward. The 
dual system and the religious difficulty 


are two of these obstacles; and a 


| 1 
!any school. 
But it is a | 


political reform has to be carried out | 


before an educational one. We wish the 
sphere of education to be a field and no 
longer an arena. The noble Lord has 


cast reflections upon religion in the 
United States of America. I know 


something of the United States. Of 
course, there is no Established Church 
there, but I hardly suppose the noble 
Lord would argue that it is on that 
ground that there is less religion ; if he 
did so, it must be due to Anglican self- 
complacency. I cannot as an Englishman 
claim for England this superiority. What 
right have we to boast that we as a 
nation are more religious than America 
or the Colonies ? The noble Lord quoted 
the diminished number of scholars in 
American Sunday schools, but he gave us 
no statistics. Even if he did so, we should 
then have to ask what are the real causes 
of this decrease. It is not fair to con- 
clude at once that it is due to secular 
education in the primary schools—a 
secular education, let me add, that is 
supplemented, in most schools, by the 
reading of the Bible and prayer at the 
opening of the school. There is no 
comparison between the strength and 
organisation of the American Sunday 
schools and of Sunday schools in Eng- 
land. In America such schools are highly 
organised, are carefully superintended 
by the clergy and the denominations, 


and are attended by all classes, not merely | 
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by the children of the poor as in England- 
And I believe that, if Sunday schools in 
England were better organised, and if the 
churches, to use Milton’s phrase, were 
to resume their “* deputed duty,” religion 
would be deeper and more enduring. The 
noble Lord has asserted that undenomina- 
tional teaching is the teaching of Non- 
conformity. [I remember that on a 
former occasion the noble Lord admitted 
that this undenominationalism is not 
professed by any church. How does 
he reconcile these two statements ? But 
the very basis of Nonconformity is the 
objection to the connection of Church and 
State. That is taught in no syllabusin 
One of the chief features 
in the Congregational system is the 
autonomy of each local church. That is 
taught in no syllabus in any school. The 
Baptists believe that the baptism of 
unintelligent infants is a ritualisic super- 
stition, and that baptism is for adults 
when they made their personal con- 
fession of faith. That is taught in no 
syllabus in any school. These instances 
will suffice to show that undenomina- 
tional teaching is not the teaching of 
Nonconformity. There is a _ certain 
unity, a unity of spirit, among various 
Nonconformist denominations, a unity 
exemplified in the Free Church Catechism 
in which the special differences are 
omitted. And I feel sure there is a 
similar unity of spirit among the various 
sections of the Anglican Church, in 
spite of the gulf that separates such 
men as Lord Halifax and Mr. Webb 
Peploe, and such organisations as the 
English Church Union and the Church 
Association, the Protestant Alliance, and 
the Society of the Holy Cross. But, 
looking at this gulf, we are entitled, 
when there is talk about definite Church 
teaching, to ask what this definite 
teaching is. There is another speech 
to which I wish to draw attention, the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman, 
the Member for West Birmingham 
yesterday. The course of this debate 
may well give colour to the view of 
those despairing people who believe 
there is no solution of the education 
difficulty, and who even think it would 
have been better for the State not to 
touch education at all. There has been 
the reappearance of the same old diffi- 


culties still unsolved. The same old 
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clouds have flitted across the sky. 
monotony has not been varied except 
by an occasional shooting star. Yester- 
day, however, we had a comet. Its 
appearance has been refreshing, even 
though its tail has been considerably 
curtailed. But it has been born out 
of due time. Its proper astronomical 
year should have been 1902. Why has 
it come so late? It was in 1902 that it 
ought to have portended secular educa- 





tion and the abolition of tests. How- 
ever, better late than never; we have 
been glad to welcome the comet. Some 


of its features are, if I may coin a word, 
quite cometic. It has been instructive 
and suggestive to hear the right hon. 
Gentleman’s apology for clericalism. He 
appears to aefend it on the ground that 
it is not French, that is, not Catholic 
in a Catholic country. Now, when we 
attack clericalism, let it be understood 
we do not attack a Church. Clericalism 
is a spirit and, though diftering in degree, 
it is always the same. It is not merely 
opposed to law, as the right hon. Gentle- 
man has said it is in France; it is, as 
Gambetta has said, opposed to inde- 
pendence, to enlightenment, to staoilitys 
This spirit becomes incarnate in oppor- 
tunity. In France it has tried to 
seize education. Its first step is on- 
scurantism, its next, subjugation or 
persecution. We have been rebuked 
for saying that clericalism in England 
seeks only public money. I am_ not 
satisfied to make that charge; it seeks 
power, superiority, the maintenance of its 
own prestige. The right hon. Gentleman’s 
illustration of clericalism is the political 
dissenter. He is as well aware as I am 
that the Church of England is essentially 
political. Itis a State Church and can- 
not he!p being political, and its political 
position is represented by the bishops 
in the House of Lords. The right hon. 
Gentleman has thanked God for the 
House of Lords. Surely that House is 
the last refuge of the destitute democrat. 
It must be a democrat’s experience that, 
if the House of Lords rejects a measure, 
it is likely to be a good one. And the 


right hon. Gentleman is, of course, aware 

that the Upper House would be opposed 

to his secular solution, being accustomed 

to stand up for the Established Church 

and to keep in their place the hostile 

sects, including that body to which I 
Mr. Massie. 
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belongs. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham has 
maintained the right of the parent. 
Well, this is a free country, and every 
parent has a right to teach his child the 
religion he prefers, or to provide for such 
teaching, or to withdraw his child from 
any teaching he dislikes. But he has 
no right to coerce the State into arrang- 
ing, providing, or paying for his particular 
religion. The parent is only a part of 
the State; he cannot make the State his 
slave ; it is for the whole State to decide 
how far it can go to meet the parent, an: 
what is in this respect best for the nation 
as a whole, Any class whispering the 
word conscience may, according to the 
new doctrine, impose itself upon the 
nation. Is there to be no judge of such 
claims on the part of conscience ? Are 
they final, whether the conscience is 
enlightened or not? The right hon. 
Gentleman the late Prime Minister now 
goes the same length, perhaps further, 
in maintaining the right of the parent. 
But how much did he do for the parent 
in 1902 in the 8,000 districts in which 
only one school is available, and that 
usually an Anglican school, to which 
Nonconformist parents are under com- 
pulsion to send their children, who are 
there subject to Anglican teaching or 
condemned to no religious instruction 
at all? That he has not removed this 
grievance has been one of the late Prime 
Minister’s omissions, omissions in spite 
of his docile majority in the House of 
Commons and his facile majority in the 
House of Lords. If the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham could be called a missionary, 
the right hon. Gentleman the late Prime 
Minister, though he can lay no claim to 
Irish extraction, may be called ‘“ The 
O’Missionary.” The right hon. Gentle- 
man has found fault with the prohibition 
of teachers giving denominational in- 
struction. This has been described by 
another hon. Member as ‘ meanness.” 
But at the meeting of the National Union 
of Teachers at Scarborough the executive 
brought before the general body a resolu- 
tion to the effect that all denomina- 
tional teaching should be given by other 
than the teaching staff. Teachers them- 
selves, therefore, are in favour of this 
prohibition, this meanness. The reason 
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is that they look below the surface and 
see the working of the opposite policy, 
how it practically reimposes tests, how 
it affects the teacher’s independence, 
since pressure can be put upon him to 
undertake such teaching; and how it 
will affect his reputation for impartiality 
among parents of different religious views 
if he seems to take sides. It may not 
make much difference in towns, but in 
rural districts the danger is acute. For 
similar reasons of independence and 
impartiality the permanent staff in the 
various Government departments are not 
allowed to take sides in public political 


controversy. There is no suggestion 
that there is meanness in this. The 


right hon. Gentleman approves of the 
abolition of tests for teachers. But 
in his plan he is providing a reason 
for prying into the teacher’s belief even 
at the time of his appointment. When 
the right hon. Gentleman expressed his 
approval of the abolition of tests, there 


was no cheer from the Party behind 
him. This silence suggested the query, 


79% 


* Who are the ‘we And even now 
the House is not sure whether the “ we ” 
is editorial or monarchical. Does the 
dual system obtain in the Unionist Party? 
Or is it a case of “TI and my King” ? 
But the right hon. Gentleman’s own 
proposal is for the secular solution, the 
State keeping itself entirely outside the 
teaching of religion. This is logical 
enough, if the logic is not pushed to 
absurdity. The right hon. Gentleman’s 
objection to the Bill is that it is illogical. 
So is his own proposal. He himself 
admits that there is a serious difficulty 
in its way: that it cannot be carried in 
the country, and that if the religious 
teaching is not compulsory it may be 
given to empty benches. So he proposes 
to get over the difficulties by compelling 
attendance, that is, by using the atten- 
dance officer as a recruiting sergeant ; 
aud also by bringing in the secular 
teachers as police to keep the children in 
order, 


if they neglect to attend the religious 
teaching ? 


last 2 


{10 May 1906} 


But I would ask—are the chil- | 
dren to be brought before the magistrates | 


And what is to be done with | 
the teachers if they also decline to be, 
police? And if the children are not to be | 
summoned, how long will the system | 
This is, after all, using the State in 
connection with the religious teaching | 
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it is not therefore to the point to twit 
those of us who are Liberationists with 
the names of Dale and Richard. But it 
is clear that the right hon. Gentleman 
is in favour of the two main points of the 
Bill—publie control and tie abolition of 
tests. The rest of the Bill is subsidiary 
to these. I can therefore claim that the 
right hon. Gentleman should vote for the 
Second Reading, and try to amend the 
Bill in Committee. 


*Mr. BURDETT - COUTTS (Westmin- 
ster) : I should like to send a ray of hope 
to one or more of the eighty-seven hon. 
Gentlemen who I understand are still 
anxious to address the House in this 
debate, by saying that I shall only 
stand for a very short time be 
tween them end their desire. That 
promise will only enable me to take 
one or two points in this great subject, 
which interests me, like many other hon. 
Members who have been directly and 
practically concerned with it for many 
years. I must repudiate the suggestion 
of the hon. Member for Northampton, 
which has already been rejected by the 
noble Lord the Member for East Maryle- 
bone, that a member of the Church of 
England who opposes this Bill must neces- 
sarily be permeated with sacerdotal or 
clerical prejudice or with that kind of dis- 
loyalty to his own faith which is indi- 
cated by leanings towards Roman Catholi 
cisn. I have no such prejudice, still less 
any such leanings ; yet I strongly oppose 
the Bill. I oppose it in the first place, 
because it does not effect its primary 
object, in support of which little has been 
said in the course of this debate, the 
settlement of the religious difficulty. 
The Bill is not an Edueation Biil, in the 
ordinary sense. It is a Bill to settle the 
religious difficulty. The right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Board of 
Education, in the most striking passage 
of his opening speech, in terms excluded, 
one by one, all those objects one would 
expect to find in an Elementary Educa- 
tion Bill, as making for the improvement 
of elementary education, and then 
described its real purpose. He was— 

“a reed shaken by the wind amongst the icy 
blasts of sectarian differences.” 
and 

“ Until we build and maintain a national 
shelter against these devastating blasts we 
shall make small progress and have no peace.” 











1571 Education (Englund {COMMONS} and Wales) Bill. 1572 


That is fine language, instinct with| the imevitable outcome of this Bill, 
the true literary spirit. But fine lan-| which the Government dare not face— 
guage and literary merit apart, where | purely secular education. 
is the national shelter against the icy The Chancellor of the Exchequer, in 
blasts of sectarian differences that is| speaking of the “right of entry,” of 
to be constructed out of this Bill?) which he drew an appalling picture, used 
What is the use talking about keeping | some singular terms. He talked about 
the icy blasts out, when within you) “branding the children with the letter 
make your whole system a hot-bed of| of their denomination” as if it were 
sectarian differences? The Bill does) something to be ashamed of to belong 
that by setting up four different ways | to a denomination. [MINISTERIAL cries 

yO me “7 : ¢ 9 ” Oe eve ; 
of treating the religious difficulty: | of “No, no.”| Yes, the very word 

<r os = a ”s Onde ae Ce eae 
No religion; syllabus religion; mixed | ‘ brand implies shame. Ido not believe 
syllabus and denominational religion ; | the denominations with which the right 
four-fifths schools with complete deno- | hon. Gentleman is politically connected 
minational religion—at the will of the | 'egard their religions in that light. And 


local authority. You reduce the school: then the right hon, Gentleman went on 
throughout the country to a common | talk about teaching children the differ- 
level, and place them under the same | ence between denominations in-tead_ of 
set of authorities, abolishing the founda- | the — = * — they agreed. But 
tion managers, and thereby wiping out | that wd simply eSSns the question 
from 14,000 of them all the old traditions | “ hether denominations are a good thing 
: tin or not. Thereis no such question before 

and influences and sincere and often apa : : . 
: |us. Denominations do exist; and we 

tender attachments which gather round | ala se aia «casi iad ei: aka ia 

é é ; anage € ~ ° ‘ A 

8 fontiar aid toned mangement atl. Qe ye adopt the priple of ih 
are an inspiration to childhood, and | bi — ee: aoe mpage _— 
Prager a "| practicab'e limits, difficulties present 
a pride in after life, replacing them by | themselves, but they are only mechani- 
the dull monotonous, impersonal rou- | ¢a) and structural. An extra room or 
tine of county council or borough two added here and there, even an 
council managers. And in these schools gmnibus or two where necessary to 
thus levelled down you set up these eonyey children—as they do on the 
four different methods of dealing with Continent —to special denominational 
the religious difficulty, each one of which | schools, is all that is wanted in most 
is bound to inflict injustice upon at) cases. As to the cost of the teacher 
least some of the children, or the parents of the religion, if he is not to be 
of some of the children attending very | found in the school, there is hardly 
school that come under it. And that a place in the country where you 
is called settling the religious difficulty! could not find some earnest qualified 
Not one of these four different methods | denominationalist who, for a few pounds 
is the only just and adequate one: a year, would be glad to come in and 
chat, with no obligation to anyone to) give all the denominational teaching 
accept religious instruction at all, with that is wanted. I believe the extra 
full freedom of conscience and full power | £1,000,000 a year now promised would 
of withdrawal, parents should have the | cover” the whole thing ; but in any case 
right to have their children instructed | the difficulties, such as they are, are not 
in the faith to which they belong. Inspite to be weighed for a moment in the 
of the derision of the right hon. Gentle- | balance with the great principles of the 
man the Chancellor of the Exchequer Maintenance of religious _ education, 
with regard to that right, we claim it equality of treatment to all denomina- 
because it is consistent with liberty, 40%, and respect | for the rights of 
justice, equality, and freedom from | conscience. The point, whether the cost 
strife both to the individual and to the | Should be borne by the State and the 
State, because it is the only logical | tes or by the denominations, is a 
See Los Seis Deane >. |matter to be decided by the light of 
solution for a country in which denomi- | | Plt seciguaaes 5 ies ge 
national religious teaching has always | SW° COREE ae. alle: Mice: 
.* | State it would be a State recognition, 

formed a part of elementary education, | stronger and more acceptable to many 
and because it is the only barrier against | people than the establishment, of the value 

Mr. Burdett-Coutts. 
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and power of religion—not this or that | of Bible teaching than to any that a 
religion but all real religions—in the | county council—even the county council 
history, the life, and the destinies of the | of Hampshire—can invent or sanction. 
British Empire. But there is a second | But because we believe that, to say that 
reason that appeals to me strongly. If|we are opposed to Bible teaching, is 
cast on the denominations it would not | surely the last resort of prejudice, or 
matter to the Church of England ; but | Party tactics. I must leave the question 
it would matter to the poorer denomina- | of education if I keep my promise. But 
tions, and it would not secure to} not the Bill; for I want to say a word 
all that real equality of treatment | or two about two great and grave public 
which I, for one, desire to see. The | evils, outside education, that are certain 
eloquent and pathetic history given by | to flow from it. The confusion this Bill 
the hon. Member for the Scotland Divi- | sets up in the matter of religious instrue- 
sion of Liverpool, of the building of the| tion carries the spirit of sectarian 
Catholic schools in this country, still echoes | animosity beyond the sphere of educa- 
in our ears, and I know it has its counter-| tion. It forces that spirit in its most 
part amongst hundreds of thousands of | poisonous form into every representative 
poor Dissenters who have made equal | local authority in the country, and 
sacrifices for the preservation of their) the “wrangling,” the “insincere issues,” 
forms of faith, which are just as dear to| the “miserable squabbles”—to borrow 
them as in the case of the Catholics.|from the right hon. Gentleman the 
As to teachers I subscribe to everything | Secretary for India—will be planted 
that was said by the right hon. Gentle-| upon the borough councils for ever, 
man the Member for West Birmingham | and enter into every election to 
about the prohibition of teachers from; them. You will have men elected to 
teaching religion. It is not only illiberal | those bodies, not because of their personal 
and illogical, but I think it has not yet | fitness to take part in local government ; 
heen pointed out in this debate that it is| or their tried service in that sphere ; or 
the strongest encouragement you could | because they will raise the rates or lower 
give to the clerical elements becoming pre- | them ; or because they are for or against 
dominant in our schools. I subscribe, too, | municipal enterprise ; but simply because 
to what the right hon. Gentleman said | of their religious opinions. That will be the 
about “ tests” on teachers joining the great | crucial test of every man’s fitness for a 
public service of the teaching profession. | position which ought to be concerned 
Sut I think that in schools built by and} with purely civil functions. I venture 
mainly devoted to any particular de-| to think that no measure could have been 
nomination, their traditions, character, | more ingeniously devised to deal a fatal 
and purpose should not be violated by | blow to the real interests of local govern- 
ahead teacher of any other denomination | ment in this country, or to impair and 
being forced upon them. confuse the full and free expression of 
the representative principle on which 

With regard to syllabus teaching, an| it was based. That is Part I. of the 
extraordinary attack has been made that | Bill. I will point briefly to another 
because we desire to teach a faith that is | grave injury connected with Part II. 
founded on the Bible therefore we are | The Government’s intentions with regard 
opposed to Bible teaching. That is a mon- | to endowments are shrouded in mystery. 
strous suggestion. What is really the posi- |The Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
tion of denominationalists in this matter ?| made an attempt to explain, but he had 
It is that Bible teaching is and always | in no way cleared up this question, The 
must be a matter of how the Bible | Bill gives the right to deal with endow- 
is taught; and that we prefer the) ments wantonly and violently. But all we 
form of teaching, the lessons and | know is that the Government is going to 
doctrines drawn, which compose both the | tamper with them; and that for this 
foundations and the superstructure of | purpose they have set up a tribunal never 
the religion to which we belong, to which | known to English law and never dreamt 
our fathers and forefathers belonged, and | of by justice-loving Englishmen, and one 
in which we wish our children to be} from which there is no appeal. What 
brought up. We believe, each of us, of | effect do you think this sort of legislation 
whatever denomination we may be, that a | will have upon that great system of testa- 
greater authority belongs to this form! mentary generosity to public objects, 
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from which the less fortunate classes in 
this country have derived such incaleu- 
lable relief and benefit? Do you think 
the system will be maintained ? Do you 
think people will continue to leave their 
money to legitimate specific objects, for 
the public good, when they see that at 
any moment, at the fleeting fancy of a 
Party majority, the lawful conditions on 


which the money was left can be violated, | 
and the bequest seized for some other | 
A great change in testamentary | 


object ? 
benevolence is certain to date from the 
passing of this Bill. 


*Mr. LLEWELLYN WILLIAMS 
(Carmarthen District): I have one qualifi- 
cation for intervening in this debate which 


fortunately has been denied to every other | 


Member of this House, and that is that I 
have listened to every speech which has 
been delivered upon this Bill. 
claim that as an exercise of exceptional 
virtue on my part or that it is due to an 
overmastering desire to hear the view of 
every hon. Member on this Bill, but hon. 
Members who desire to speak, Mr. 


Speaker, have to go through the gym- | 
nastic feat of trying to catch your eye. | 


I think after that experience I am able to 
congratulate the Minister for Education 
and the Government upon the reception 
of their Bill, in this House and in all 
quarters, for what has struck me is the 
undercurrent of acceptance of the two 
main principles of the Bill which has run 
through every speech that has been made. 
The majority of the speakers both above 
and below the gangway on both sides 


of the House have accepted popular | 
jf 1 


control and no religious tests, 
might be allowed to make an appeal 


to the right hon. Gentleman who repre- | 
sents the Government in this matter, I | 
would ask that after the Second Reading | 
has been carried, considerable liberty of | 


action and of speech should be allowed to 


hon. Members on this side of the House, | 
when we come to discuss the details of | 


the measure in Committee. I venture to 
think that if the right hon. Gentleman 
and his Government will see their way to 
do that, they will not only add to the 
value of the debate but improve the 
chances of the Bill, and they will 
evolve a measure which will be a 
settlement of this question for many long 
years tocome. I do not pretend for a 
moment that this is a Bill which in all 
its features is wholly satisfactory. 


_ Mr. Burdett-Coutts. 
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a Bill prepared by a composite Govern- 
ment, composed of Anglican and Roman 


Catholics, Scotch Presbyterians and 
English and Welsh Nonconformists, 


and, as the Secretary of State for 
India said the other night, of more 
than one Agnostic. It is impossible 
to think that a Bill of that sort 





I do not | 


It is | that this Bill was introduced. 


/wonld receive the unmixed approval 
'of every Member of the House, and 
I, as a secularist, do not view with 
unmixed approval all the provisions laid 
/down in this Bill, As a public man, 
| however, I have to look at the ques- 
tion not merely from the theoretical, 
but also from the practical stand- 
point of facts as they are to-day. 
|What is it that has made this Bill 
necessary ? In a word, it is the Act of 
1902. That Act not only devastated the 
whole realm of education, but it impaired 
and hampered the whole work of local 
/government in the country. It is not 
too much to say that in many large 
districts it has brought about almost a 
state of civil war. There are over 60,000 
passive resisters, respectable citizens 
who allowed their goods to be distrained 
upon rather than pay rates under 
the Act of 1902. Moreover 600 law- 
abiding citizens preferred to go to 
prison rather than pay those rates, and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Dover has reminded the House of what 
has happened in the county councils in 
Wales. There was such a feeling in 
Wales with regard to the 1902 Act that, 
Lut for the intervention of the President 
of the Board of Trade, Wales would 
have been practically in a state of civil 
war. I remember, and a good many 
|other hon. Members remember, what 
happened in Wales during the Tithe 
War. That was confined to three 
or four counties, but in order to keep 
| peace 600 police had to be brought 
'down on one occasion and on another 
the military had to be called upon. 
| Now if the President of the Board of 


| 
| Trade had not induced the Welsh County 
Councils to act as they did, what would 
| have happened under the Education Act 
| would have been that the police and the 
military would have been called in, and 
/if that had happened the state of Wales 
' would, as I have said, have resembled a 
| state of civil war. That was the state of 
| things which confronted the Government, 
| and it was to remedy that state of things 
If we were 
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dealing with this matter for the first time, | *Mr. LLEWELYN WILLIAMS: I 
I may say, that I should be entirely in | cannot say who is going to be responsible 
favour of secular education. But we do | to this House, but there must be some 
not come to it fresh. We have to deal | one. 

with an urgent situation. Public opinion | 

in this country I believe has not advanced | *grp WILLIAM ANSON: Where do 
enough to enable us to deal with | we so find it 2 

education on purely secular lines. But | 
there is such an emergency now that we | : ee — 
must have a Bill passed dealing with the | e ‘i gah sag N Pe Ries 
situation, and in my opinion, at this |“! gg . ra — "7 ae —— - 
juncture, this is the best possible Bill 7 Ik, Me: not suggested t ary 
that can be brought forward. Not only | Whole constitution be the Council is 
that, I would weleome any Bill which | provided for in this Bill. The niga saree 
might be introduced, even if it did not go | Gentleman trusted the Welsh County 
to the full length of secularism, which | Councils and allowed them to enter into 
contained proposals which did not make | Committees and gave them powers. 
against secularism. From that point of | ae 

view, I think this Bill does take a step in| *Sin WILLIAM ANSON: Powers to 
advance in the right direction when it | be conferred subject to the approval of 
provides that no teacher shall be forced to | the Board of Education. 

teach religion, and that simple Bible | 

teaching shall be henceforth given out of | *Mr. LLEWELYN WILLIAMS: I do 
school hours. I welcome this Bill from | not wish to labour this point now ; suffice 
another point of view, and that is that | it to say that it is a point to which we 
for the first time it gives to Wales | attach much importance. It is said that 
autonomy in regard to elementary educa- | this Bill provides for Nonconformist 


tion, We have had in Wales autonomy | teaching in the schools. I repudiate 
in regard to university and second- | that statement with all the strength and 
ary education, and as my right hon.) earnestness in my power. What the 


friend said on Tuesday, four-fifths of the | Bill does is to perpetuate the system 
children in the secondary schools are | of “Bible teaching” which was first 
drafted from the elementary schools, and | established by the Cowper-Temple Clause. 
it is a matter of urgent necessity that the | Who was Mr. Cowper-Temple ? He was 
same body who have authority over) not a Nonconformist. He was a Church- 
secondary education should also have} man, and that clause was assailed by 
authority over elementary education. ; Edward Miall and Henry Richard, and 
There can be no doubt and no contro-| outside this House by the greatest 
versy in this matter, because not only | leader of political dissenters that this 
have three out of the four Welsh Bishops | country has seen, the right hon. Gentle- 
and two Roman Catholic Bishops, as | man the Member for West Birmingham. 
well as Nonconformists and members| The right hon. Member for West 
of the Welsh county councils met at) Birmingham told us yesterday that he 
Cardiff and passed a resolution in favour | stands in exactly the same position upon 
of this autonomy, but last year the late | this question as he stood thirty years 
Government offered to Wales the same | ago when he entered this House. I am 
sort of council with much the same sort | delighted to hear it. I have been out 
of powers which this Bill confers. of sympathy with the right hon. Gentle- 
man for some years past. He _ has 
wandered very far from the views which 
won my boyish admiration in the early 
*Sin- WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford | eighties. The defender of the surrender 
University): I must call the hon. Mem-| of Majuba has become its avenger. The 
her's attention to the fact that what) protagonist of free trade has become 
was really proposed was a joint com-| its antagonist. But on questions of 
mittee of the Welsh local authorities | religious liberty he has kept his re- 
under Section 17 of the Act of 1872. It} cord clean. In 1895 he voted for the 
was an absolutely different thing from |Second Reading of the Welsh Dis- 
the proposed council for which no one is | establishment Bill. I suppose that we 
going to be responsible to this House. shall not find him to-night in the sama 
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lobby with us, but when we see him 
disappearing into the “No” lobby be- 
tween the stalwart forms of the hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division of 
Liverpool, who, on a historic occasion, 
compressed into a single word his opinion 
of the right hon. Gentleman, and the 
hon. Member for East Mayo, who was 
once described by the right hon. Gentle- 
man as a very good judge of traitors, we 
his old followers and admirers will have 
the proud satisfaction of knowing that 
though he is absent in the body he is 
with us in the spirit. 


Now one word with regard to the 
religious test. That is a question 
with regard to which Nonconformists 
and Liberals can have no compromise 
with any section of the House. It 
is one of the main principles of this 
Bill, The record of the Nonconform 
ists in this matter is very creditable. 
They not only fought against the 
disabilities to which they were subjected, 
but they also fought unremittingly for 
Catholic emancipation in this country. 
In spite of the fact that no section of 
this country was more averse to the 
doctrines of the Church of Rome than 
the Protestant Nonconformists of Eng- 
land and Wales, they never allowed any 
sectional animosity to interfere with their 
desire to do justice and right to their 
Catholic fellow-countrymen. And when 
any occasion has arisen in the country or 
in this House to remove disabilities—to 
open the portals of this House to the 
Jew, the Catholic, or the Agnostic—the 
Nonconformists of England and Wales 


have always been true to their principles | 


that religious conviction should be no 
har to citizenship. I listened with great 
pleasure but with some discouragement 
to the excellent speech delivered on this 
question some days ago by the hon. Mem- 
ber for the Salford Division, and I was 
startled at the way in which the position 
of the Catholics was put. He said they 
are a people apart, a peculiar people, they 
are like the Jews—immune from 
obligations and entitled to privileges 
which other citizens cannot claim. 
He lumped all the Protestants of this 
country together. He saw no difference 
between the Welsh Nonconformists wor- 
shipping in a foreign tongue, and the 
Anglicans of England, but he did see 
a great difference between the high 
Anglican and the Roman Catholic. I 


Mr, Llewelyn Williams, 
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epudiate that entirely. Any claim 
of that sort made on those lines is a 
claim which must end in peril to the 
State. I could put forward such claims 
for Welsh Nonconformity if I cared 
to do so. There are between 70,000 and 
80,000 Welshmen living in London to-day, 
and it is computed that 50,000 of them 
are people who use Welsh as their familiar 
speech. What have they done in Lon- 
don in the last thirty years? I venture 
to say that to the Welshman his Non- 
conformist Church is as dear as is the 
Catholie Chureh to the Irishman, and 
the thing which is next dearest to his 
heart is the language—the language of 
his home and of his worship, his differ- 
entia among the nations of the world. 
When he comes to London and other 
large towns to settle, he is as anxious 
as any that his children shall be brought 
up not only to worship in his own 
religion but to worship in his own 
tongue. But he does not come to this 
House and ask the State to regard him 
as being in a different position from 
others. In the last thirty years the 
Welshmen in London have erected 
twenty churches where their children 
are taught to worship not only in their 
own religion, but in their own tongue. 
I do not put forward any special claim 
for exceptional treatment on behalf of 
my co-religionists and compatriots. With 
regard to Clause 5 of this Bill it is a 
clause that has strained almost to 
breaking point the loyalty of a great 
many Members sitting on these benches. 
I am myself prepared, if that clause is 
aecepted as a settlement of the claims 
put forward, to vote for it. But if that 
clause is to be extended so as to make 
mandatory what is now only permissive, 
it will get rid absolutely of one of the 
great principles of this Bill. I do 
not think hon. Members from Ireland 
would thank me for not dealing with this 
point frankly and candidly. If we are 
to arrive at anything like a solution, and 
a settlement for some years to come, of 
this educational question it is only by a 
frank interchange of opinions across the 
floor of this House that it will be done. 
With regard to the first part of Clause 4 
which it has been suggested should be 
made mandatory, I admit that when once 
you extend the principle of facilities at 
all it will be difficult to ins*st on its per- 
missive character. With regard to the 
other half of that clause where permission 
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is given to teachers in the “extended 
facilities” schools to give definite reli- 
gious instructions, I not only say that it 
ought not to be made mandatory but that 
it ought not to be permitted at all. When 
once you permit teachers in these “ four- 
fifths” schools, as they are called, to impart 
definite religious instruction it will be 
impossible for you, and every Member 
from Ireland says so too, and the hon. 
Member for Salford said so once or twice 
in the course of his speech, to leave out 
of consideration the religious convictions 
of your teachers, and in that roundabout 
way you will be imposing these religious 
tests on thousands of civil servants. If 
that is to be done I should prefer it to 
be done frankly and openly and not ina 
roundabout way. If the first part of 
Clause 4 is made mandatory no teacher 
will be safeguarded in regard to what is 
one of the main principles of the Bill, 
namely, that there shall be no religious 
tests at all. Though I have spoken as a 
secularist, I am a secularist because I 
helieve in religious education. Cromwell 
was once reproached for not employing 
gentlemen as officers in his army. He 
replied that he preferred russet-coated 
captains who knew what they fought for 
and loved what they knew. Religion can 
only be taught by those who know what 
they teach and love what they know. 
There are two ways of getting to 
know whether a man who _ teaches 
religion really believes in the religion he 
teaches. One way is to impose a test—a 
very imperfect way, because, as the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer said this afternoon, 
for the honest man it is not wanted and 
the dishonest man will evade it ; the only 
other way is to place religious teach- 
ing on a voluntary basis. The state- 
ment was made by the hon. Member for 
North Camberwell that if you withdraw 
religion from the schools there will be 
thousands of poor little children in this 
country who will grow up in an abso- 
lute ignorance of God. If that be true it 
is a terrible indictment of our boasted 
Christianity, but I do not believe it for a 
moment. A few months ago I had the 
privilege of attending some Welsh revival 
meetings, and what struck me most 
of all was the. ease and range of the 
Biblical knowledge that was displayed 
by the working-men and working- 
women who took part in that revival. 
All the Biblical quotations were in 
Welsh, and I asked myself, how did 
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these men get their knowledge of the 
Bible? It was not in the day schools, 
for even if the Bible is taught in the day 
Schools it is the English Bible. No, it 
was at their homes or Sunday schools 
that they learnt their Bible, and I ven- 
ture to say that if the blighting hand of 
the State is taken away from religion, if 
Christian denominations and Christian 
men and women of this country are 
allowed to feel that they alone are re- 
sponsible for religious teaching in this 
land, the cause of religion will not suffer, 
but religion will be strengthened and 
purified, the sectarian animosities will 
tend to become obliterated, and Chris- 
tians will at last begin to remember that 
their Founder came to bring peace on 
earth and good will among men. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, 
N.): The hon. Gentleman who has 
just sat down began his speech by 
affirming that this Bill had met with the 
unanimous assent of this House. Hardly 
were those words out of his mouth when 
he proceeded to appeal to the Minister 
for Education for much liberty of action 
in Committee, and he seemed to hint that 
he himself had some Amendment he 
wished to propose. Ido not think the 
Bill has met with any general assent 
even on the Ministerial side of the House. 
The hon. Member for North Camberwell 
wished to amend it, the hon. Member 
who sat immediately in front of him and 
spoke for the Roman Catholics wished 
to amend it; the Irishmen wished to 
amend it; and certainly it has caused 
universal dissatisfaction on this side of 
the House. I do not believe it is 
accepted in the country. The Bill 
seems to be simply intolerable. It 
proposes to establish or to give a 
paramount position to what is called 
undenominationalism—a religion of the 
local authority. It forces that religion 
on those who do not wish it. It denies 
freedom to worship God to the section of 
Christianity in England to which I belong. 
It denies this freedom in the very schools 
that we own, and it forces on those schools 
another form to which they are unaccus- 
tomed. It does not ask what the parent 
wants ; it asks simply what the local 
authority wants. It does not even give 
the local authority freedom. It denies 
them the free use of creed or formulary. 
Most undoubtedly this Bill is sprain 
directed against the Church of England, 
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Why does not the Government, with | bourne and elsewhere, when they are 
its enormous majority, disestablish the | redundant ; I would give the right of 
Church, and thus settle the education | entry in the country. The Minister for 
question, anl leave the sacred things | Education said that was frankly im- 
within the Establishment alone? Why | possible, and the President of the Board 
does it strike at the Church rather than | of Trade also made a remark to that 
the Establishment? Why does it stab | effect. Why is it frankly impossible ? 
the body rather than the clothes? It! Take the speech of the President of the 
seems to me that you who attack the | Board of Trade yesterday. It seems to 
Establishment are about to erect another | me that the first part entirely eviscerated 
Establishment. In one or two particulars | the last. He said, on the one hand, that 
this is most certainly a Dissenting form | you cannot lump Dissenting forms of 
of Establishment. The Church of England | Christianity. He said, on the other hand, 
can hardly teach without formularies ; a | that divisions are breaking down, You do 
Dissenter can hardly teach with them. | not value religion like the old-fashioned 
And, again, it is certainly a form of| Dissenters who suffered for it. Do you 
teaching which most of us who belong to | value religion for its own sake as your 
the Church of England repudiate, and | spiritual ancestors did? If not, can you 
which most of the Gentlemen opposite | value religious equality as they did ! 
accept. It is a step towards secularism,| How did the right hon. Gentleman 
which the country certainly does not| the Minister for Kducation commend 
want. If the children need not attend | religion tous? He said he recommended 
school for religious instruction you | it to us because it idealised life, and the 
practically delegate the authority and} hon. Member for North Camberwell 
the control to the boys and girls at | recommended it because he said it added 
school to settle. I remember somewhere | to the beauty of life. All I say is, Well 
that Plato says that if a philosopher and | done religion ! if it idealises and beautifies 
a confectioner were to enter a Grecian | life. But it will not beautify and idealise 
schoolroom, and were to appeal to the | life unless you have it for its own sake, 
silrages of the boys, the confectioner | and believe it for its own sake. Unless 
wold most undoubtedly be selected.) it is believed in for its own sake it 
Ant if religious education or any form) will be founded on insincerity and 
of instruction comes into competition | will degenerate into a puling sentimen- 
with the playground you may be sure} tality. See the abyss that separates the 
that it is the instruction, religious or | right hon. Gentleman from us. We know 
osherwise, that will suffer. Children need | that in religion we are standing on the 
not attend instruction, and to teachers} very rock of life, and that we are in 
who do not believe in that instruction | direct and personal touch with its one 
you will entrust the future greatness of | overwhelming reality. No wonder then 
rngland. I can only say that hon. | you are willing to confiscate our form of 
Gentlemen opposite do not teach their | religion. If the promoters of the Bill 
own children in that way. They send | regarded religion not as a mere alterna- 
them to receive instruction from those | tive to art or beauty, but as the one 
who believe what they are teaching. | absolute sacred thing of life, as a solitary 
With reference to tests, you may have a/ relation between God and man, they 
test which is unjust. If yousaid that no; would then treat every form of religion 
tracher should enter the teaching pro-| with reverence, and they would not lay 
fession who did not belong to the Anglican | their blighting hand on the Anglican 
for. of religion it would be a gross in-| form of religion, because the representa- 
justice. But the teachers having once | tives of the Church once in their inequity 
entered the profession, where is the | laid their forbidding hands on Noncon- 
injustice to assign those who believe in | formity. 

Anglicanism to Anglican schools, those 
wh» believe in Romanism to Roman| *Mr. VILLIERS (Brighton): [should 
Catholic schools, and so on? For myself, | naturally be diflident of entering into 
I veature again to assert that this question | this debate, were it not that having 
can only be settled by conferring the full} had some experience of educational 
rights of citizenship on every religious | matters,and having myself been a managet 
denomination. | I would frankly sur-| of several schools in different parts of the 
render those schools in towns like East-| country, I think I may claim to know 


Mr. Middlemore. 
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something of the subject now before the 
House. The few criticisms of the Bill 
which I propose to make I make in no 
unfriendly spirit or in a spirit which fails 
to appreciate the difficulties which the 
framers have had to encounter. I believe 
it has been said that when Jove carved 
the Geniuses, he made critics of the 
shavings. And on this occasion I consider 
myself only as filling the humble role of a 
shaving. The Government has made an 
honest attempt to deal with a complicated 
problem, a problem easy to understand, 
but difficult to solve. They have inherited 
a Tory tangle so impossible to untie that 
many knots may have to be cut. I 
take it that this Bill establishes the fact 
that the State is the grandparent of all, 
and, having taken up that position, the 
State should most assuredly treat all its 
children fairly and without favour. [Oppo- 
SITION cheers.] I am glad to hear those 
cheers, because before it can do this it 


must redress any injustices which it finds | 
The first clause | 


existing between them. 
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of this Bill, which places all schools under | 
. > 6 | 
popular control, does this most efficiently. 


No longer will one denomination be 
denied a fair share in the management of 
the schools to which it subscribes. And 
the Church must recognise this as the 
result of its own action. The Church 
gave up its independence when it accepted 
assistance ; it lost its head when it 
asked for alms. And when it insisted 
on an unfair representation on the board 
of management it caused that popular 
outery which has resulted in this Bill. I 
am not concerned at the heroics emanating 
from the prelates. Their cry seems to be 
more for the Church than for religion. 
One of them actually said that their 
Church schools were built to avoid simple 
Bible teaching. If simple Bible teaching 
is considercd by him and others like him 
to be a kind of poison, why in the name 
of conscience have they not removed 
Church children from board — school 
teaching, as they might have done 
under the Conscience Clause? I can 
understand the Ritualists, who are 
Romanists in almost everything but 
name, objecting to simple Bible teaching 
Without the priestly interpretation of it, 
but I have never been able to understand 
why the Cowper - Temple instruction 
should not be acceptable to the Low 
Church party. 1 cannot help thinking 
that had the Royal Commission on the 
illegalities in the Church, which is now 





and Wales) Bill. 1586 
sitting, issued their Report, we should not 
have witnessed the Dean of Canterbury 
and Lord Halifax on the same platform 
in opposition to this Bill. That the Com- 
mission has not reported up till now, I 
may mention in passing, I consider nothing 
less than a scandal. Be that as it may 
it is only my opinion; I will return to 
the Bill. I am = not’ concerned, in 
spite of the eloquence of the right hon. 
Member for Dover, at the outcry against 
desecration of ancient trusts—an objec- 
tion which reaches the high water mark 
of antiquated Toryism. I would remind 
the right hon. Gentleman that his own 
leader not only committed but confessed 
to this crime in his Bill of 1902. In 
any case I hold that nations must alter 
their condition as they grow. The dead 
hand must give way to the living body. 
[ would also point out to the right hon. 
Member for Dover the absurdity of 
championing at one and the same time 
the ancient unalterable power of the 
trust and the inalienable right of the 
parent. Did the trust ever consider the 
parent ? Certainly not. It never con- 
sidered the parent at the time and it 
could not possibly do so in the future. 
The two principles are diametrically 
opposed and incompatible. The one is 
typically Tory and the other is dis- 
tinctively democratic. This Bill very 
properly disregards the doctrine of the 
infallibility of the trust and it unifies 
education. 


3ut when I come to the solution of the 
religious question, I do not consider that 
the Bill is quite so satisfactory. I rejoiced 
to hear in the speech of the Minister for 
Education when presenting the Bill that 
he had decided in favour of a religious 
and not a secular settlement. I am of 
opinion that education is no education 
that does not include religion. Secular 
education by itself is knowledge without 
principle. Of what use is it to inform the 
mind of a child if you do not form his char- 
acter? Youmay geta statue without breath 
—you may have a perfect penny-in-the- 
slot machine, but does that come up to a 
living salesman? You must have 
religion in the schools, and the teaching 
must be given in the school during school 
hours. “Leave the religious instruction 
to the parents,” say the secularists, but 
that would be to remove thousinds of 
children from any religious instruction 
whatever. How ean a woman who has 
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to wash and cook, or who works in a 
factory, teach her child daily religion or 
ethics? The secular solution is what the 
Minister for Education wishes to avoid, 
but this Bill, in my opinion, will lead to 
that result; while appearing to pre- 
serve the people from secularism it is 
really driving them into it. It allows 
the withdrawal of the child from the 
school while religious instruction is going 
on, and it enacts that no teacher in any 
elementary school shall be required to 
give religious instruction. With teachers 
who need not teach, and children who 
need not attend, what chances are there 
of much religious instruction being either 
given or received? Then, indeed, hushed 
will be the familiar hymn, and banished 
the opening prayer. Coals to the parents 
and sweets to the children, a small 
additional fee to the teacher to com- 
pensate for a longer lie in bed in 
the morning, would be but poor sub- 
stitutes for compulsory attendance during 
the hour of religious instruction. They 
would hardly prevent the parent from 
working the child, or the child from 
preferring the playground. And as to 
the permission of entry before school 
hours granted to some denominations in 
Clause 4, without compulsory attendance, 
it is not worth the paper it is written on. 
They already have that right both before 
and after school by the terms of their lease, 
if they can only persuade the children. 
The facilities conceded by Clause 4 are 
also illusory in other ways. Firstly, they 
are negatived at the will or the whim of 
the local authorities ; secondly, they are 
not allowed in the rural districts, no 
matter how strong the denomination may 
muster ; and thirdly, they are not to 
apply if the numbers fall short, even by 
one, of the required‘ four-fifths. All these 
things operate very harshly. I also 
object to hustling the poor one-fifth out 
of the school, either to walk half a mile 
further, or cross, perhaps, three more 
dangerous crossings with the alternative 
of being brought up either as little 
Auglicans or Roman Catholies. 
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So much for criticism. I have 
Bovrilised my remarks as far as 
possible so as not to take up the 
time of the House. Now for a few 
suggestions from one, who though pre- 
pared to vote for the Second Reading, is 
determined to press Amendments in 
Committee. No doubt State secular 


Mr, Villiers. 


{COMMONS} 
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teaching, with right of entry to all 
denominations in school hours as 
put forward by the Member for 
West Birmingham, is in_ principle 
perhaps the most logical — solution. 
But it is not a practical one. The Non- 
conformists could not supply the daily 
religious teaching, not possessing either 
the endowments of the Church or the 
sisterhoods of the Catholics. I see no 
better present arrangement therefore 
than for the State to supply Cowper- 
Temple teaching—a teaching agreeable 
to the Noncomformists and not 
antagonistic to other Christian Creeds— 
as supplementary to derominational 
teaching which may be given and paid 
for by religious bodies in school hours. 
Having established the principle of 
popular control in the management of the 
schools, I would consider the wishes of 
the parents in the religious instruction of 
the children. I would give the right of 
entry to denominations in every school 
in the country, rural and urban, pro 
vided and transferred. _Cowper-Temp'e 
instruction being given also in every 
school would obviate the necessity of 
removing the minority where a minority 
existed, and a coercive denominational 
canvas would be avoided, as there would 
always be an alternative for the parents. 
Of course, where you have a school of 
five-fifths of one denomination, as there 
would be in many Jewish and Roman 
Catholic Schools, that denomination would 
teach its own creed five days a week, and 
there would be no necessity for Cowper- 
Temple instruction in that case,. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer this after- 
noon brushed this idea of right of entry 
on one side, but he will have his separate 
pens on the two days a week, under the 
facilities contained in Clause 3, and I 
cannot help thinking tbat his difficulties 
to a general right will prove to be more 
in imagination than in fact. I do 
not claim for these suggestions that they 
are entirely logical, but Englishmen, it is 
said, love the Bible and hate logic. At 
this moment they are seriously concerned 
that each child shall be brought up with 
some knowledge of the relations of 
the creature to the Creator, and of 
time to eternity, with its consequent 
influence over conduct and character. 
They are also concerned that all sectarian 
tests and unfair disabilities should he 
removed from public servants, when 
engaged by the local authority. And 
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they are concerned that no avoidable 


Education (England 


{10 May 1906} 


and Wales) Fill. 1590 


before of one Member of a Government 


hardship or injustice should be suffered | saying, “That is the clause for which I 


by any individual or denomination in the | am_ responsible ” ; 


State. Perfection is impossible. 
suggestions are a compromise. 
sincerly hope that in Committee this Bill 


My 


But I} 
'to the child 


} 


will be so amended, on these lines, that | 


while it may not be a final settlement of | 
the question it shall not be a “penal | 


settlement ” for anyone concerned. 


but the right hon. 
Gentleman has made that particular claim 
and has alleged that I have done injustice 
of his affections. I said 
that that clause, so far as education 
is concerned, was Home Rule for 
Wales in educational matters, and no 


human being reading that clause without 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR (City of London): | 


The hon. Member who has just sat down 
in the earlier part of his speech expressed 
profound surprise that the Low Church 
arty of the Church of England should 
oppose this Bill. He admits, I gather, 


as, indeed, any one acquainted with the | 


facts cannot but admit, that the opposition 


to this Bill is as strong with the Low | 
Chureh Party as with any other section | 


of the English Church, and that no man 


comment or assistance from extraneous 
utterances could attach to it any 
other interpretation whatever. For the 
clause, if it does anything, declares 
that while the administration of the 


| education law in Ireland, England, and 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


has used more vigorous language about | 
its demerits than the leader of the Low | 
Church Party in England, the Bishop | 


of Liverpool. But surely the latter part 
of the hon. Member's speech supplied the 
answer to the first part ? If I understood 
his criticisms of the Bill correctly, there 
would not be one line of it left after his 
Amendments were carried out. There is 
not a single leading provision which he 
does not wish to see altered. He desires 
to see religious teaching made compulsory, 
that it should take place in school hours, 


and he took one after another of the | 





clauses to show how little they came up to | 


his idea of what religious education should 


be. I hope that will convince him that the | 


Low Church Party,as well as other Parties, | 


are not without justification when they 
see in this Bill a great threat, not merely 
to the Church to which they belong, but 
to the whole interests of religious educa- 
tion, from whatever point of view con- 
sidered. Before I come to narrower 
criticisms of the Bill, it is only courteous 
that I should reply to two Gentlemen 
sitting on’ the front Opposition Bench—I 
mean that I should ce totwo Gentlemen 
sitting on the Government Benches who 
have made some utterances of mine out- 
side the House the special subject of 
hostile criticism. I have been read a 
moral lecture by that fairest of all contro- 
versialists, the President of the Board of 





Trade, upon the misrepresentation which | 
he alleges I have committed with regard | 
to that clause in the Bill for which he | 


publicly claims paternity. 


| Scotland is committed to a department 


representing which there is a responsible 
Minister in this House—-|NATIONALEST 
cries of “No, not in Ireland.”] [have 
had to answer in too many Lrish edueation 
debates to accept that interruption ; but, 
at any rate, even those hon, Gentlemen 
who criticise my statement as regards 
Ireland, will not deny that my statement 
is accurate in regard to Scotland and 
England. And this clause—TI forget its 
number, but, at any rate, it is the right 
hon. Gentleman’s clause—is one which 
does establish administrative autonomy 
for Wales while leaving every Welsh 
Member at liberty in this House to 
criticise the administration of education 
in England, Ireland, and Scotland. How 
the fleshless skeleton of the clause is to be 
clothed we cannot tell, but, as we find it, 
I stated its purport perfectly accurately, 
and I do not feel disposed to withdraw a 
single word that [ said about it. 


So much for the first of the moral 
lectures that I have received. The second 
was couched in impassioned tones by the 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster, 
who was indignant that I should have 
suggested that this Bill was directed 
against the Church of England. If it 
were worth while, I could quote utter- 
ances of Members of this House very 
much in that direction. But I do not wish 
to drag in independent Members of the 
House. I rest my case upon the terms of 
the Bill itself. Of course I do not attend 
Cabinet Councils, and I do not know what 
fervent protests in favour of the Church 
of England were made by the right hon. 
Gentleman. I judge by the terms of the 
Bill, and can anyone, looking at them, 
doubt that the Church of England was 


I never heard | intended to receive worse treatment than 
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either the Jews or the Roman Catholics ?| because I believe this question 
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can 
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The Chancellor of the Exchequer told us | only be understood if it is dealt with 


this afternoon that the reason why there | historically. 


had beenspecial arrangements made under 
Clause 4 was partly because the Govern- 


ment wished to give special privileges to | that Act. 


the Roman Catholics and the Jews, and 
because having given them to those de- 
nominations it could not well withdraw 
them under the same conditions from the 
Church of England. That was in itself a 
suspicious admission. But he further told 
us that the justification for giving these 
special privileges under Clause 4 was that 
in towns of over 5,000 inhabitants there 
were alternative schools almost always to 
be found, and there were schools in which 
a very large proportion of the children 
belonged to one denomination. If the 
Bill had intended to be fair as between 
denomination and denomination, if the 
privileges given under Clause 4 were not 
given grudgingly to the Church of 
England, because they could not be 
refused, having been granted to the Jews 
and the Roman Catholics, why w.s this 
limitation of 5,000 inhabitants placed 
upon the measure? The two principles 
laid down by the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer were that there should be an alter- 
native school, and that a large proportion 
of the scholars should belong to one 
denomination. Are those attributes to be 
found in no schools outside the 5,000 
limit ? They are to be found in Church 
of England schools in large numbers, but 
not in Jewish or Roman Catholic schools. 
And had this Bill been really impartial 
between these branches of the great 
Christian Church, I cannot understand 
why Clause 4 should not have been framed 
openly so as to give the same privileges 
as you give in towns of over 5,000 inhabi- 
tants wherever the conditions exist which 
you thus specially favour. I do not attri- 
bute to the right hon, Gentleman motives 
which he has repudiated ; but he will 
admit, after my statement of my reasons 
for making my assertion, that, not having 
access to his innermost soul, and not being 
the confidant of his affection for the Church 
of England, I was not unjustified in 
putting an interpretation on it which 
Tam now ready to withdraw in his favour. 


Now, Sir, the President of the Board 
of Trade, in a speech of eloquence 
and violence, made an elaborate attack 
upon the Act of 1902. I do not quarrel 


with his dealing’ with the Act of 1902, 
Mr, A. J. Balfour, 





I do not agree with his 
criticism, as I shall show ina moment, but 
I think he was justified in dealing with 
But I suppose it was the 
force of long habit, the memory of 
innumerable speeches made in the same 


congenial field, which prevented him from 


going beyond the Bill of 1902 and 
coming to the Bill of 1906. Indeed, in 
all his eloquent oration, I was unable to 
discover a single attempted answer 
to the criticisms that we have passed 
upon the measure for one part of 
which he is in his individual capacity 
responsible, and for all the parts of which 
he has collective responsibility. I have 
said you ought to approach this question 
historically, and so you ought. The Mem- 
ber for the Louth Division of Lincolnshire, 
if he will forgive me for saying it, had 
the amazing courage to describe the Bill 
now before us as a moderate and reason- 
able measure very unlike the Bill of 1902. 
Well, Sir, let hon. Gentlemen reflect 
upon the position we were in in 1902. 
In 1902 the education system of this 
country was a by-word to every educa- 
tionally advanced nation of the world. 


It was a matter of derisive laughter. 
[“Oh.”] The hon. Member who 
interrupts me will be © surprised 


to hear that I mean secular education. 
There is such a_ thing as_ secular 
education, and our system of secular 
education was a by-word amongst every 
advanced country in the world. It had 
to be dealt with in a broad and compre- 
hensive spirit. Secular education was 
dealt with in a broad and comprehensive 
spirit, and on the foundation then laid 
you, the majority, are going to build up 
anything you can do, if you can do any- 
thing, to improve the existing educational 
system of the country. You have not 
attempted, you do not mean to attempt, 
to alter it; you are wise not to attempt 
to alter it. It remains the broad basis 
upon which secular education for our 
children and, I believe, for our grand- 
children is going to be framed. Now, 
Sir, we could not deal with the great 
secular needs of this country without 
touching the question of the voluntary 
schools, which educated more than half 
the children of this country, and we 
could not touch the question of the 
voluntary schools without touching the 
question of religion, Are hon. Gentlemen 
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so ignorant of what that Bill contained 
as really to suppose that we dealt with 
the problem which we could not put 
on one side in otherwise than a liberal 
spirit ? 

AN HON. MEMBER: Ask the country. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I ask the 
hon. Gentleman. We found an Act in 
operation dealing with the voluntary 
schools and the board schools, an Act 
passed by a great Liberal Administra- 
tion. It would have been folly to have 
attempted some great reform such as that 
adumbrated by my right hon. friend the 
Member for West ‘Birmingham yesterday. 
We could not possibly have dealt with 
the great problem of secular education 
which was before us, and at the same 
time abolish the Cowper-Temple clause 
and abolish the voluntary schools in their 
present shape. Both the Cowper-Temple 
clause and the voluntary schools had to 
be left. To abolish the voluntary schools 
and leave the Cowper-Temple clause 
would have been the grossest injustice to 
one great body of opinion in the State ; 
to abolish the Cowper-Temple clause and 
leave the voluntary schools would have 
been an outrage on another great body of 
opinion in the State. 
they are admitted to be, both had 
to be left. That being the case, could we 
have dealt with the question better than 
we did? We found under Mr. Glad- 
stone’s Act a system under which the 
pupil teachers in voluntary schools, unless 
they belonged to the Church of England, 
could do nothing ; we cured that. Under 
Mr. Gladstone’s Act we found innumer- 
able cases in which schools were under 
the control of one clerical manager ; we 
cured that. [MINISTERIAL cries of “Oh.”] 
Until one equals six it cannot be denied. 
We substituted six managers for one 
manager. We found that, so far as local 
control was concerned, there was no 
representative clement in the voluntary 
schools as regards secular education ; we 
made the control of secular education 
complete from top to bottom in every 
school throughout the country. We 
found there was no machinery in existence 
for adequately training ‘for the teaching 
profession men who did not belong to 
the Chureh of England; we provided 
machinery by which this teaching for 
men not belonging to the Church of 
England could be provided. 


{10 May 1906} 


logical though | 


We found | 
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a large number of parishes in which it 
might seem to the local authority that 
the education ought not to be left to the 
voluntary schools ; we gave them power 
under certain, not harsh or stringent, 
limitations to build another school side 
by side. In every one of these great 
particulars—not details, but vital ele- 
ments of our education system—we 
found a method established by a 
Liberal Government and we corrected it. 
[MINISTERIAL laughter.] Can any of 
the numerous Gentlemen who are not 
averse from interrupting me, show in any 
particular how we made it worse for the 
Nonconformists ? [MINISTERIAL cries of 
“The board schools,” and “ Putting 
Chureh schools on the rates.” | 


Now that is the system, with its 
admitted imperfections of the Cowper- 
Temple clause on the one side, and 
the single-school area on the other, 
with which you have got to deal. 
How have you set about it? I under- 
stand from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and other speakers that you 
have been driven to put before us this 
strange legislative effort by what you 
call “the mandate of the general election.” 
It is not often that I have the fortune to 
agree with the hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Northampton, but with one ob 
servation he made this evening I do 
heartily agree. He said that this talk of 
mandates had now reached a puint which 
was really unconstitutional. It would 
have made Edmund Burke turn in his 
grave. The logical argument of some of 
the utterances we have heard to-mght on 
this subject is, as the hon. Member truly 
observed, that this House might resign its 
function of discussion altogether and the 
clerks at the Table would sit simply to 
record the mandates—the various and 
numerous, in fact the almost innumerable 
mandates, by which we appear to be 
governed. But in this particular case | 
do not think we need trouble about the 
mandate, because it will be admitted that 
no mandate will be binding which those 
who give it do not themselves under- 
stand; and I have some reason for 
thinking that the Sovereign people do not 
understand these two particular mandates 
to which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
made reference, because I observe that 
their representatives do not understand 
them. Where the same so-called man- 
date is understood in quite different ways 
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by different people sitting in different 
parts of the House, I think we may 
rest assured that there was some confu- 
sion in the original source from which 
these mandates are supposed to have 
derived their authority. 
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What are these two mandates? They 
are that you are to establish popular con- 
trol, and to abolish tests for teachers. Is 
either of these understood in the same 
sense, or in any sense, by the authority ? 
Take popular control. There is popular 
control now, under the Act of 1902, so 
far as secular education is concerned. 
Therefore the mandate must have re- 
ferred only to religious education. Does 
this Bill establish complete popular con- 
trol as regards religious education? The 
“ducation Minister has told us that, in 
his opinion, it is an obligation—a moral 
though not a statutory obligation—upon 
the local authority to select for particular 
schools teachers of a particular creed. 
Does that mean there is complete local 


control over these schools in religious | 


matters? T should have thought when 


you were giving mandatory instructions | 


to the local authority that it was to select 
teachers of a particular religious com- 
plexion, you must abandon the claim 
that you have established complete 
popular control in religious matters, and 


if you have ever received the mandate | 
you claim to have received, you stand | 


convicted of disobeying it at this moment. 


Then how about the tests for teachers ? 


I think it has been pointed out before, | 
and I think by my noble friend this | 
afternoon, that the only clause dealing | 


with tests for teachers is this— 

“A teacher employed in a public elementary 
school shall not be required as a condition of 
his conan to subseribe to any religious 
creed.” 

Does anybody in the House quote an 
vuthentic case of any teacher, at any time, 


being required to subscribe to a religious | 


creed ? |“ Oh, oh,” and “ Yes.”] Ido not 
at all deny that there may be such cases, 


and, if so, I do not in the least object to | 


their being prohibited. I think it is a very 
foolish way of dealing with the situation. 
But if anybody pretends that it has been 
i practice of the Church of England or of 
the Wesleyans—I am not sure about 
toman Catholics ; I have been able only to 
make inquiriesas to the Church of England 
—if anybody supposes it is the practice in 
Church of England schools to ask a teacher 
Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
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| to subscribe to a religious creed, he is 

profoundly mistaken. That is the only 

thing forbidden by the Bill; but perhaps 

hon. Gentlemen desire that the Bill may 
| be altered, strengthened, and so modified 
| as to include a case which ordinarily does 
|happen, no doubt, in a denominational 
'school—namely, that the managers of 
| the school, those responsible for the selec- 
tion of the teacher, do ask if he is pre- 
| pared to teach the religion of the denomi- 
' nation to which the school belongs, and 
whether he is fit to teach it. 


An HON. MEMBER: 
in it. 


And _ believes 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That goes with 
the question of fitness ; no doubt that is 
ordinary practice. And it is not for- 
bidden in the Bill. Do you want it to be 
forbidden? Do you? [“Yes.”] One 
Gentleman says “ Yes.” One faint, soli- 
tary voice comes from the whole of that 
great Party opposite. I abstain from 
commenting upon murmurs that come 
\from hon. Members upon my observa- 
tions, but may I not comment on the 
silence ? I should like to know what the 
general opinion is as to what is admitted 
to be the ordinary procedure in the selec- 
| tion of ateacher. Whatever hon. Gentle- 
| men opposite may think, the Government, 





| at all events, have made it perfectly clear 
that they think the habitual practice by 
_which teachers are selected for voluntary 
schools is justifiable, is not an inter- 
ference with the conscience of teachers, 
is not a test within the meaning of the 
| mandate. Then how are we to under- 
'stand this mandate? Was I not right 
| in saying the House itself did not under- 
| stand it? If the mandate merely was 
| that the teacher was not to be allowed, in 
| words of the Bill, to subscribe to a 
‘religious creed, I, for my part, should 
regard the clause as perfectly illusory, 
but perfectly inoffensive. I should 
approve of it. I cannot conceive why 
teachers should be obliged to subscribe 
'to these formal creeds, and I do not 
| believe it is practicable to ask them to do 
‘so. [MINISTERIAL cries of “Oh!” ] 
| There is one Gentleman who really knows 
| more about it than I have an opportunity 
of knowing, the hon. Member for North 
| Camberwell, and if he contradicts me and 
|-says it is habitual I should say this clause 
| is necessary and desirable. 
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Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
As the right hon. Gentleman appeals to 
me, may I say it is quite a common prac- 
tice in denominational schools for an 
advertisement to be issued that the 
teacher must be a member of the Church 
of England and very often that he must 
be a communicant ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is not 
provided for in the clause, and I do not 
believe the Government mean to provide 
for it. I think they are conscious of 
the extraordinary absurdity of getting 
teachers, whether to teach Roman 
Catholicism or Anglicanism or Wesleyan- 
ism in these schools under Clause 4, 
without making adequate inqttiries as to 
whether they really heartily accept the 
teaching of the denomination whose 
children are to be committed to their 
charge. Then, am I not right in saying 
that these mandates on which you are 
bringing in this Bill are not understood 
even by the House itself and form no 
adequate foundation for legislation like 
the present ? 1 am told that we must not 
be too logical in these matters ; and if 
that means that it is very hard to frame 
a Bill dealing with the various passions, 
interests, and traditions of the sects of 
this country, which would be on a 
symmetrical plan, I agree. Unless we 
come to some such plan as that of my 
right hon. friend, logic is clearly impossible, 
but where we might have logic with ad- 
vantage is in some of the speeches which 
are delivered on this question. For five 
years I have been denounced as a violator 
of the fundamental principles of civil and 
religious liberty; [ have been regarded as, 
I suppose, the slave of clericalism, the 
man ready to sacrifice everything for a 
particular denomination, and in making 
that sacrifice to violate immutable prin- 
ciples. Ithink, therefore, we may complain 
of the want of logie when we find 
that the very men who on every platiorm 
of the country have been hurling these 
denunciationsat my head and at the heads 
of others who agree with me, are them- 
selves guilty of the very crimes they 
attribute to me. They themselves are 
sanctioning what they have described as 
tests to teachers. They themselves are 
depriving the local authority of that 
absolute control over religious teaching 
which is the only control not given them 
in full measure by the Act of 1902, 
This Billis to cost £1,090,000 a year at a 
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time when, I understand, we are under 
the happy rule of a Government pledged 
to economy, and when we have a nightly 
Resolution half of which, at any rate, is in 
favour of economy, however much the 
other half may be in favour of additional 
taxation. What are you going to get 
for this £1,000,000% We gave in the 
Act of 1902 more than £1,000,000—I 
think it was £1,400,000 a year. That at 
all events went to education. It went 
either to lighten the burden or to 
improve the education of the children of 
the country. Your million—what is that 
going to? [“TotheChurch.”] It is not 
going to secular education, any way—not 
one shilling of it. It is not going to help 
you to fulfil the mandate, because, as I 
have explained, you do not propose to 
fulfil the mandate as defined by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and others. 
Is it going to help the ratepayer? It is 
going to prevent the ratepayer from 
suffering as much as he otherwise would 
by deliberately cutting himself off from 
the assistance of those ready to assist 
him ; it is not going to make the burden 
of education, heavily as it presses on many 
districts of this country, one shilling the 
better. Is it going to help religious educa- 
tion ? Will anybody pretend that after this 
Bill is passed there will be either in the 
provided schools or in the denominational 
schools under Clause 3, or the specially 
privileged schools under Clause 4, either 
better education, a better system of 
religious education, or the prospect of 
a better system of religious education ? 
Is there any man who has the courage to 
get up and suggest that that will 
be the case? I see no respect in 
which this million of money is going to 
improve religious education ; I see mary 
respects in which it is going to impair it. 
It is going, for example, to take religion 
out of the compulsory school hours. 
Would you encourage arithmetic by 
taking it out of compulsory school hours ? 
Or geography ? Orany subject of secular 
learning? Do you think you are going 
to aid religious teaching, which the last 
speaker and most speakers on that side 
of the House have told us, in varying but 
harmonious terms, is the very foundation 
of religious education, by taking it out of 
the compulsory hours ? No man has 
ventured to suggest that as a possibility. 
Do you think you are going to improve 
it by preventing the experienced teachers 
in voluntary schools, anxious and ready 
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to take their place on the two days a 
week you are going to allow in vol- 
untary schools, to teach the form of 
religion for which subscribers gave their 
money? Do you think you improve the 
teaching of religion by saying to teachers 
not willing to give it, to some outsider, 
“ You shall give it”? The hon. Member for 
North Camberwell has only one answer 
to give to that, and that answer is in the. 
negative. And are you going to improve 
religious education by publicly advertis- 
ing the fact that it is not the House 
of Commons, or Parliament, that it 
is not the religious bodies, that it is 
not the local bodies who are finally to 
determine whether religious education 
should be given at all, but the teacher ? 
You have, by the provisions of this Bill, 
put it in the power of the teacher to 
teach when he wishes, but you have 
restricted the absolute power not to teach 
when he does not wish it. And in doing 
so you have practically handed over that 
religious teaching which you all agree 
should be the foundation of the training 
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| 


of our youth—you have taken it out of | 


the control of the authorities created by 
the Act of 1902 and you have given it to 
a body upon whom I do not wish to make 
any comment, but in whom, after all, it 
should not rest to determine whether any 
and what teaching should be given in the 
schools. There are gentlemen who tell 
us that by putting checks on denomina- 
tional teaching they have greatly 
improved Bible teaching, as they call it, 
as a whole. Well, Bible teaching is a 
most ambiguous term. It may be nothing 
more than reading to young children 
extracts from the Bible, without explana- 
tion and without comment, treating the 
greatest and not the easiest hook in the 
world as you would treat Milton or 
Shakespeare or any other author or body 
of authors. It may mean, on the other 
hand, that full dogmatic teaching on 
which all Nonconformists are agreed. 
[Cries of “ No.”] Well, this is out of the 
explanatory note to the Free Church 
Catechism— 

“It is the substantial agreement of the 
evangelical Free Churches in relation to the 
fundamental and essential truths of Christi- 
anity.” 


It may either be the Bible teach- 
ing I have just described or it 
may be the tull dogmatie teaching 


which is allowed in our board schools, 
because many denominations agree to it, 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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but which would not be allowed if this 
very collection of questions and answers 
had been compiled by the Wesleyans 
alone, or the Baptists alone, or the Con- 
gregationalists alone. They have agreed, 
and, therefore, under our strange pro- 
cedure it ceases to be denominational, and 
it becomes fundamental to Christianity. 
At all events, it is a full body of dogmatic 
teaching, and the whole scale is open to 
provided schools whether they set up 
teaching which hardly amounts, under 
certain conditions, to the teaching of 
religion at all, or teaching with explana- 
tion, with comment, and with a view to 
the great truths which Christian societies 
have always extracted from the sacred 
book. Are you going to leave it entirely 
to the teacher to determine which of these 
teachings it shall be? You are, under 
this Bill, leaving it to him absolutely ; he 
has only to say to the local authority, 
“[ am ready to read the Scriptures 
without comment, but I am not able to 
give the catechism of the Free Churches,” 
and the local authority has to give in. 
Is that an advantage for the teaching 
of religion? I assume, as surely I am 
justified in assuming, that for your 
million of money you are not going to 
get better religious teaching. There is 
only one thing you could get, and that is 
religious peace. Are you going to buy 
religious peace with this million of money ! 
Do you think you are setting the right 
way to work to deal with a problem the 
ditliculties of which I am the last to 
undervalue, because [ had to face them- 

do you think you are setting the best 
way to work to complete the labours 
which the Parliament of 1902 attempted 
to deal with? I think it is folly. There 
are gentlemen who seem to think that, 
while the Jews have a case against school 
board teaching, while Roman Catholies 
have a case against it, the Church of 
England are to allow the Cowper-Temple 
clause to remain untouched in their 
schools, and to see with equanimity this 
diversion of the funds which they have 
given to the cause of religious as well as 
of secular education. Nothing astonished 
me more in the speeches, otherwise very 
different, of the Minister for Education 
and the President of the Board of 
Trade than that neither of those two 
eminent Gentlemen referred to the fact 
that the Church of England had spent 
millions in the cause of secular and of 
religious education. ‘There were many 
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compliments, deserved compliments, paid 
to Gentlemen below the gangway. Does 
the Church, which boasts the Member for 
Northampton as one of its members and 
many Gentlemen on this of the House, 
deserve no credit for all that it has done ? 
I make an exception, by the way, of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, who did 
full justice to the Church of England. 
But does that Church not deserve credit, 
and do you suppose that a Church 
that has amongst its members more 
than half the population [No ”] of this 
country is going to see placed upon 
it what is a manifest and obvious injustice / 
If right hon, and hon. Gentlemen came 
forward and said, “ We allow the system 
is anomalous and difficult, we allow the 
Cowper-Temple clause on one side is in- 
defensible, that the single-school areas 
may on the other side inflict injustice on 
the Nonconformists, we sweep both 
away,” 1 should understand it; and 
if they superadded to that broad policy 
real compulsion for religious education in 
school hours by those teachers who had 
the confidence of the parents of the 
ciildren, then they would come to the 
s‘heme of my right hon. friend. And I 
s.ould say again that is right or wrong, 
possible or impossible, but at all events 
both a logical and a practical course. But 
what they are doing satisfies no require- 
ments of the country, it carries out no 
policy which anybody desires, it does not 
help the ratepayer, does not help the 
educationist, does not help the man who 
desires this undenominational teaching, 
and it profoundly injures the man who 
desires denominational teaching. It 
leaves this question more insoluble, with 
a future before it even more obscure, 
more full of doubt and difficulty, than 
it was before the right hon. Gentle- 
man took this great task in hand. 
The Government have promised us that 
they will have an open mind for Amend- 
ments ; but as was sutticiently clear from 
the speech which immediately preceded 
my own, there are no Amendments which 
will meet the general views of the House 
which will not tear their Bill to tatters 
aid leave not one fragment or wrack 
bohind as expressing the collective views 
0: a united Cabinet. I doubt whether it 
i; worth while for the Government to go 
iato Committee with the view of modify- 
ing their Bill to an extent which alone 
would make possible a satisfactory 
solution of this question. It would be a, 
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happier and wiser course if they were to 
withdraw it altogether and recast it, to 
adopt new principles. If they think that 
inconsistent either with sound policy or 
with their dignity, I can only say 
that, either in this House or in the 
country, they are predestined to find 
arrayed against them forces, both within 
their own ranks and outside their own 


‘ranks, which will compel them to make 


this measure dealing with religious educa- 
tion something distantly approaching an 
impartial settlement of the question. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Once more, Sir, at the 
request of my right hon. friend the Prime 
Minister, I rise to attempt to do the im- 
possible; for I think even the practised 
debaters whom I see in front of me will 
readily admit that to me, at allevents, even 
to attempt to mete out what is called 
Parliamentary justice—and at the 
best it is but a small modicum—to all 
the arguments, aspirations, recantations, 
beliefs and unbeliefs, emotions and senti- 
ments which have found adequate, and 
sometimes eloquent, expression in this 
long debate, would be a sheer impossi- 
bility without trespassing far longer than 
I intend to do upon the vast tracts of 
time which the suspension of the eleven 
o'clock rule has placed unreservedly at my 
disposal. And let me add that the 
difficulty of my task, which I cannot 
pretend not to feel, is all the greater in 
that I have to follow the late Prime 
Minister, who is not only, as all admit, 
a master of dialectics as practised in this 
House, handling with light grace a 
weapon which constant use for twenty 
years has kept bright and keen, but who 
is also, as all will admit, an expert in the 
gentle art of how to get an Education 
Bill through this House, whilst he is a 
living example of some of the ill-conse- 
quences that follow from an ill-considered 
measure. The right hon, Gentleman has 
learned in suffering what to-night he has 
taught, not indeed in song, but in im- 
passioned prose ; and I should, indeed, be 
a very headstrong, very obstinate, and 
very conceited man, if I did not take to 
heart some, at all events, of the things 
that he has said. The Act of 1902 has 
eost the right hon. Gentleman and his 
Party dear. The spectacle to-night of 
the right hon. Gentleman stranded, as it 
were, upon one of the rocks on which he 
ran the ship aground, surrounded by a 
sturdy band of the survivors of the crew 
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—storm-tossed and weather-beaten mar- | and effect the whole of that part of the 
iners—and taking as the text of his wide | Bill, But [ cannot agree with those who 
discourse the very cause of that disaster, |say there is nothing in the Bill except 
may very well afford to all of us food for | Part [., or that the Bill does not contain 
reflection and very grave deliberation. | many educational provisions of great 
Even though we are possessed of a great | value and importance also, if our educa- 
majority, flushed with victory at the polls | tional system is to advance along proper 
—that, | believe, is the right expression— | lines. But, nevertheless, Part I. is the 





I can assure the right hon. Gentleman 
that I am the last man in the world to 
need to be reminded of the vicissitudes 
of things, or the mutability of human 


fortunes. Parlimentary majorities come 
and go. They vanish like the morning 


vapour. They shrivel up and disappear 
like leaves before the wind. I know all 
that perfectly. But, believing as I do 
that the main and essential and dominant 


| portion which has received the almost 

exclusive attention of those who have 
taken part in this debate. Now, nobody 
denies that Clause 1 of Part I. does 
/secure, will secure if passed into law, 
/complete popular control over all the 
| public elementary schools of the country. 

We all know perfectly well what it is our 
| constituents sent us here expecting us to 


do. 





There never was such a terribly 


principles of this Bill—and it is, after | long general election as the one we have 
all, these, and these only, we ought to | just gone through. Those of us who 
have been discussing during the last | were not in the late Parliament were 
three days and a half—believing that | before our constituents for something 
these principles line the path, the in | like two and even three years—a pur- 
evitable and predestined path, of our | gatorial process, a tiresome, wearisome 





political progress in this country, I am 
well persuaded that this Bill—faulty as 
it may be in detail, capable of amend- 
ment as no doubt it is—will promote the 
cause of peace and education ; and I say 
that because I believe it to be in full 
accord with the wishes of the nation. 
I must say that I hardly recognise the 
now familiar lineaments of this Bill in 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman. 
For myself, I hardly find it possible to 
believe that the right hon. Gentleman 
was really referring to it. 
a copy in the course of his speech. 


With some difficulty it was provided for | 


him ; but he paid to it but scant attention. 
I am afraid there is nothing unusual in 
Party politics with this way of dealing 
with our rival measures. I was reading 
only to-day a speech made by the right 
hon. Gentleman to his constitutents in 
Manchester in October, 1902, when his 
own Bill was in straits. Referring to 
his opponents, the right hon, Gentleman 
asked whether it was the Bill they 
objected to, or their own extraordinary 
travesty, parody, and caricature of the 
measure. That is the way of Party 
politicians when they deal with rival 
measures. I can only describe the right 
hon. Gentleman’s version of this Bill 
in the right hon. Gentleman’s own 
language as a travesty and caricature. 


It has been well said by various speakers 
that Clause 1 of Part I. is in substance 


Mr. Birrell. 


He asked for | 


operation. All of us had an unusual 
| number of occasions of meeting those who 
| became our constituents in some cases, 
‘aud discussing these matters with 
them; and I say unhesitatingly that 
this Clause 1 was the inevitable out- 
come of the result of that election. 


Now, what follows from Clause 1? I 
quite know that in addressing the right 
hon. Gentleman the late Prime Minister I 
am addressing a man who has pondered 
and thought over a very difficult problem, 
'who has put forth more effort and 
devoted more time to it than probably 
anybody else in this House, namely, 
|to give complete popular control over 
| denominational schools without destroy- 

ing their denominational character, and 
‘remodelling their trust deeds. I have 
had occasion, and it has been my duty 
during the last few months, to read the 
whole of the debates on the Bill of 1902. 
|The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the City of London does not believe 
lit. I can assure him that, with some 
few exceptions, this statement is practi- 
‘eally true. I have lived his life over 
/again during these weary months, and 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





| found myself thinking his thoughts. He 
/found the task an impossible one. He 
‘did as much as he could. He put the 
; voluntary schools on the rates. He gave 


secular control, but not including full 
‘control over the appointment of the 
‘teachers ; and he gave the control of the 
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religious instruction in those schools to | 
a body of managers, of whom, as he has | 
reminded us, two were the representa- | 
tives of outside authority. When he| 
did this the right hon. Gentleman tore | 
the trust deeds of the voluntary schools | 
in two. This is the model trust deed. | 


[The right hon. Gentleman here read | 
the model trust deed ; and continued :} | 


When this question came before the | 
Committee on November 27th, 1902, the 
aspect of the case did not escape the 
attention of the hon. and learned Member | 
for North Louth and Lord Hugh Cecil. | 
Lord Hugh Cecil at once pounced upon | 
this strange, new doctrine of appointing | 
a body of managers, some of whom were 
outsiders and intruders, giving to that 
body the control of the religious in- 
struction in those schools contrary to the 
language of the trust. The noble Lord | 
said that they were State schools for | 
State purposes supported by the State— | 

‘But was it to be understood that for the | 
purposes of religious instruction these schools 
were to be regarded as State schools? .. . | 
It seemed to him very strange that when they | 
were p ofessing to keep up Church schools | 
they should violate the trust deeds at the same | 
time in one of the fundamental principles of 
the Church.” 

The best answer given to that by the) 
late Prime Minister was that— 

“Trust deeds are things which the House 
ought to be reluctant to interfere with. But 
when we are remodelling the system of ele- 
mentary educatiou in the country I say such a 
process is absolutely impossible unless you 
remodel the trust deeds, . . . The only choice | 
was to leave the voluntary schools outside your 
educational system, with the voluntary schools 
untouched, uncontaminated by any interfer- 
ence on the part of the House, and without any 
part in the education of the youth of the | 
country.” 

We are to-day seeking to complete | 
the happy work of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. We are attempting to make the 
control complete by giving the appoint- , 
ment of the teacher to the local authority, 
but we do not destroy—at least I hope | 
that we do not destroy—the denomina- | 
tional teaching in the transferred Church | 
schools. We anticipate the continuation 
of that teaching on two days of the week. | 
It may be asked—Why two days? Be- | 
cause, after the most careful inquiry, we | 
find that it is only on two days of the | 
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the Church Catechism. The Prayer Book 
requires graver treatment and is a better 
manual even than the Catechism ; but 
any one who has had any acquaintance 
with the practical details of education 
must recognise that it would be quite 
enough on two days of the week to 
give this definite dogmatic instruction, 
Clause 3, until it was explained by the 


' Chancellor of the Exchequer in his lucid 


and admirable speech, seems not to have 
been understood by Gentlemen opposite. 
I think they must now, at all events, 
understand its meaning to be plain—that 
if the trustees of any school make this 
yarticular stipulation, before transfer, 
that there should be these facilities given 
on two days of the week, the obligation 
to permit that teaching becomes statutory. 
The right hon. Gentleman shakes his 
head, but I think he will find it is true. 
Supposing we had stopped at Clause 1. 
What then would have been the posi- 
tion of the owners of these voluntary 
schools? They would have had either 
to transfer their schools, as they can do 
under Section 23 of the Act of 1870, or 
to remain outside the scheme of national 
education altogether. Provision is made in 
Section 23 of the Act of 1870 for arrange- 


|ments being come to voluntarily, as in 


Clause 2 of this Bill, between the owners of 


| the voluntary schools and the local author- 


ities for the transfer of the schools to the 
local authorities for the purpose of carry- 
ing on the work of a public elementary 
school. It has always been assumed—I 
do not know why—that that bargain 


| must be unaccompanied by any pecuniary 


consideration, and that the rent must be 
a peppercorn rent. Therefore, if our 
Bill had stopped at Clause 1, the owners 
would have had to transfer their schools 
for nothing to the local authority, or they 
would have been obliged to remain out- 


| side the scheme of national education 


altogether. What would have been said 
if this Bill had stopped at Clause 1 ? 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Dublin made a speech in the 
country in which he said that the thing 
he hated most was the incredible mean- 
ness of offering a pecuniary consideration 
in order to tempt, as he seemed to 
suppose, the owners of these schools to 
violate their trust and to part with their 


week it has been the custom or practice | property. But we shall want to know 


of the managers 
schools to give definite Church Catechism 
teaching. You cannot always be teaching 


of those Church | during the course of these debates in 


| 


Committee who is there competent to 
represent all these owners. There are 
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no Members in this House who are able 
to represent or who say they are able to 
represent the Church of England ; it is 
a pretty big thing to do. But here we 
have to deal with a large number of these 
owners, and we shall want to know their 
views upon this portion of the Bill, and 
whether they agree with the right hon. 
Gentleman whom I have quoted, in 
thinking that the extraordinarily full and 
ample provisions which were explained 
by my right hon. friend the Chancellor 
ot the Exchequer deserve to be de- 
scribed as incredibly mean. The National 
Society, which is a kind of trade union 
for these sehools, and represents their 
interests very ably and astutely, | think, 
have been accustomed far too long to 
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flourish in the face of the nation some- | 


what dangerous arguments. I think they 


have relied a little too long upon the. 
supposed cash value of their bricks and | 


mortar. They have said—* Here we are ; 
no politician, no Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, no House of Commons will 
ever venture to interfere with us. You 
must not steal us, you cannot do without 
us, and you are too poor to replace us.” 
I doubt the wisdom of employing 
arguments of that sort. The credit of 
this country is still sutficiently good to 
tloat a loan and to provide the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer with a Sinking Fund 
quite sutticient to enable the country, if 
it chooses, to acquire and to build 
buildings of the country’s own, and to 
spend money on our own buildings, and 
not on other people's. Every 


which would indeed be its own building, 


and could be put to every kind of im- | 


portant use and play a great part in our 
village life. I doubt the wisdom of 
heaping such scorn and ignominy upon 
Clauses 2 and 3. They were meant to 
mitigate a certain amount of harshness 
which [ am afraid is inherent in Clause 1. 
But unless you are prepared to say that 
the bargain between the voluntary schools 
and the State made in 1870, upon terms 
which have been altogether departed 
from, was an eternal bargain and cannot 
he altered, that it rivets the existing 


system upon the State for ever whether | 


it likes it or not—unless you say that, 
you will be, Iam afraid, obliged to put 
up with that measure of harshness which 
usually accompanies the dissolution or 
abandonment of something which has been 
allowed to go on for a long time. These 


Mr. Pirvell. 
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clauses, I repeat, were honestly intended 
to mitigate that harshness. 

have not heard very 
much in the course of this debate 
about Clause 1. It seems to me that 
many of you have allowed it almost 
to go by default. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham, 
I think, was quite willing to treat it 
as a necessary and perhaps, after all, no 
such very bad clause. All the fury of 
the destructive criticism that has been 
levelled against this Bill has been levelled 
against clauses which, as I have already 
said too often, were intended to do good 
and not harm. Iam glad that we may 
now consider the so-called “ new religion ” 
argument, with all its vulgar jokes, to be 
atan end. It could not stand against 
the admirable and convincing language of 
the present Archbishop of Canterbury. 
Nobody could get up before a Protestant 
/audience with these syllabuses in his 
~hand—and I know scores of them every 
bit as good as the Hampshire syllabus— 
and ask people to believe that the 
teaching therein sanctioned could possibly 
be described as a “new religion.” Those 
syllabuses are instinct with the Christian 
religion. They are also, I admit, in- 
stinct with the spirit of Protestantism, 
In the opinion of most of us it would be 
quite impossible to approach a settlement 
——even a partial or a temporary settlement 
—-of this question unless we recognised 
the fact that this country of ours is a 
great Protestant community, bent upon 
retaining in the education of our children 
the Bible as the basis of faith and 
conduct. The right hon, Gentleman in 
| his speech seemed to think there is 
nothing in this Bill except Clause 4. 
The general rule of this Bill, as the right 
hon. Gentleman will see when he comes to 
read it, proceeds upon quite different lines 
and does secure in a very real sense both 
popular control and the abolition of tests 
for teachers. Weare always being told 
that there are other solutions of this 
question. For months past I have re- 
ceived twenty letters a day, all beginning 
by promising, if I will read to the end, I 
shall find a solution of this problem. 
Although I have been disappointed 
/hundreds of times, so tempting are 
‘those opening words 1 _ honestly 
believe I have read every letter that 
began by holding out that alluring 
| prospect. The right hon. Gentleman the 


Now, we 
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Member for West Birmingham intervened 
in this debate and held out the promise 
that he knew a method which was likely 
to produce peace. [| listened with all my 
ears. He shadowed out two proposals. 
One he did not pursue. It was what is 
somewhat pedantically called, though not 
by him, the pan-denominational. There 
is a sort of notion that it is possible to 
provide denominational teaching out of 
the rates for all different sects, and it has 
been conveniently imagined that were 
some such proposal the law of the land a 
great number of sects would retain 
their total indifference to an atmosphere 
of a school of theirown. I do not think 
that would be the case. I think that 
many dissenting bodies, if they thought 
there was a chance of having their 
children taught religion at the expense of 
the rates in buildings erected by the 
rates, and a teacher of their own paid for 
out of the rates, who would be a kind 
of church officer to them in the 
management of their denominational 
interest, I am afraid they would prick up 
their ears and think they were just as 
much entitled to an atmosphere and a 
teaching of their own as anybody else. Ifa 
Roman Catholic child is not to be offended 
by hearing an English Sovereign described 
hy a somewhat coarse name, I do not 
know why a Puritan child should be ex- 
posed to the danger of hearing Charles I. 
referred to as the blessed martyr. There- 
fore [ repeat the statement made by the 
right hon. Gentleman, and so powerfully 
reinforced by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, that the pan-denominational 
system in this country is utterly im- 
possible ; the people do not really want it, 
they would not pay for it, and great evil 
would result from it if it were possible ; 
therefore I am not surprised that the 
right hon. Gentleman did not press it 
upon the attention of the House. His 
other proposal was a tempting one; it 
was that the State should boldly say, 
* We will have no concern with religion ;” 
that they should maintain a position of 
supreme impartiality, making no distine- 
tion between the Gospel of St. John and 
the gospel of Joe Smith, but that they 
should keep the pit for all comers. Is 
that not so? That the State should take 
a position of complete impartiality and 
have no concern with religion in any 
shape or form or way, confining itself 
to secular teaching, keeping open the 
school for school purposes, but allowing 
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the creeds of al! seets, all denominations, 
religious or irreligious, whether they com- 
mended themselves to the mind of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite or not, if parents 
wished for it, to be taught on the school 
premises out of school hours. [‘ No.”] 
In school hours, if you like; but surely 
the right hon. Gentleman does not pro- 
pose to compel a Baptist father to send 
his Baptist child to school not to 
receive secular instruction, but to be in- 
structed in Baptist doctrine. Therefore 
it could not be described as compulsory 
in school hours. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I cannot go 
at length into it, but what I said was 
that, in my opinion, religious instruction 
should be given in compulsory hours, but 
that it should be open to parents who 
did not desire that their children should 
have religious instruction to ask to have 
secular instruction given to their children 
during that time. 


Mr. BIRRELL: From a selfish point 
of view, as Minister of Education, I want 


to know how that would lighten 
my task. Would Roman Catholics 
be content to send their children 


to what would to all intents and 
purposes be a Protestant school with 
Protestant teachers to receive secular 
instruction from the beginning to the end 
of their school days, subject only to this, 
that a priest of their religion might come 
into that public building for half an hour 
or three-quarters of an hour—between 
nine o'clock and a quarter to ten—to 
impart to these children the Roman 
Catholic religion ? They would have noth- 
ing todo with it. Their demand, right or 
wrong, is perfectly plain and intelligible. 
They require that they should be per- 
mitted to have their own Catholic schools 
for their children, with Catholic teachers, 
and they probably rely much on the 
general effect of being taught even 
secular subjects by a Catholic teacher and 
being associated with children brought 
up on the same lines, venerating and 
respecting the same things. Therefore, 
so far as they are concerned, they would 
not acquiesce in the scheme of the right 
hon. Gentleman. 

I do not know what authority the 
right hon. Gentleman may now have 
in Chureh cireles. I quite agree that 
Church-people have made great sacri- 
tices for these voluntary schools, and 

31 
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I am very sorry—it shows how second 
thoughts are sometimes the worst—I have 
laid myself open to the charge that I 
never recognised the great sacrifices they 
have made or what the country owes to 
the exertions of the clergy of the Church 
of England in this matter of education. I 
thought of doing so, and then I confess 
the idea occurred to me that I should be 
accused of using fine language when I 
was introducing a measure which Church- 
people would not receive with any very 
greatfavour. It was purely from a feeling of 
that kind that I abstained from paying that 
tribute. After all, there is something tomy 
mind offensive in a Minister of the Crown 
paying a tribute to a great Church like the 
Church of England. I do not suppose 
any words of mine could by any possibility 
really affect the question. At the same 
time I can honestly say that I recognise 
to the full, knowing of my own knowledge 
how devoted many clergymen have been, 
the sacrifice they have made for the main- 
tenance of their schools. I want to know, 
Would these clergymen, would the owners 
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of these schools, be satisfied to allow a | 
Unitarian to come to teach his particular | 
doctrine in their schools; would they | 


wish to see it done ; would they like to 


see a Baptist come in and teach that infant | 


baptism is almost idolatrous ? What sort 
of reception should [ have met with from 
them if I had put forward that proposal ? 
Look at the proposal of this Bill compared 
with that. Look at Clauses 2 and 3. 
Apart from the question of the employ- 
ment of the teacher, which I admit is a 
very serious matter, under Clause 3 a 
great many of these schools will go on 
just as they have gone on before. People 
talk as if the Church of England had no 
hold in this country, no power ; as if it 
had not got great control, as if the 
teachers were not by a large majority 
members of the Church of England, and 
as if the local authorities were all bands 
of Nonconformists, and the county coun- 
cil thought of nothing but how to benefit 
Little Bethel and Ebenezer. That is not 
my experience of county councils at all. 
They are apt to be conservative bodies, 


They are, at all events, divided in political | 


opinion. The county counci!s [ know cer- 
tainly are of a very conservative character, 
But, however that may be, I am perfectly 
satisfied of this, that there is no more 
peace in the proposals of the right hon. 
Gentleman than I was able to discover 
Mr, Birrell, 
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to me in this matter, 


1612 


I have no desire to argue this ques- 
tion about the inalienable right of the 
parent. I was, I admit, covered with 
humiliation and shame when my right 
hon. friend the Member for Dover, 
whose acquaintance with the bypaths 
of literature even in its humblest mani- 
festations is so extensive, read out 
to the House a note of mine, which 
I was foolish enough to inscribe on 
a page of Boswell. He read it out to 
the joy and triumph of my opponents and 
the mute confusion of my friends, But 
me it covered with shame, for that note 
was meant to be a piece of withering 
sarcasm, I fear at the expense of the 
prelates of the Church of Rome and the 
Church of England. I thought when I 
composed it that I had really done 
rather well, until it was my fate to hear 
it read out solemnly to the House of 
Commons with all the magnificent 
elocution of the right hon. Gentleman as 
being the sober, solemn expression of 
my own deliberate opinion. Henceforth 
I must leave irony to Dean Swift. From 
all the deputations and petitions I have 
received the conclusion was forced upon 
me that the Protestant parents of this 
country desire their children to receive a 
Protestant education based on the Bible, 
‘and that those Protestants—and_ there 
are countless thousands of them - who 
are deeply attached to the Church of 
England desire their children to be 
taught the Catechism and the Prayer- 
book, and the Roman Catholics and Jews 
desire their children to be taught, as far 
as possible, when circumstances allow, in 
their own schools by their own teachers, 
In this Bill we have done our best to 
meet the desires of ail those classes ; and 
I believe when the proposals of the Bill 
come to be considered it will be found 
that we have gone a long way towards 
doing it. 


With regard to Clause 4, many re- 
marks have been made upon the observa- 
tions I addressed to a deputation from 
the Jews. I did not know reporters were 
present. Sometimes at these deputations 
/they are present, sometimes not. I do 
not see them. They are concealed about 
the premises. Had I seen them very 
likely my language, although in substance 
and effect it would have been the same, 
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might have been pared of some of the | 
expressions used and which the hon. 
Member for Cork, who is a_ great | 
judge of language, described as pictur- | 
esque. However that may be, 
what I meant and I meant what I said to 
that deputation. The Government in- | 
tended, when they caused that clause to 
be drafted, that it should be a real, and 
in no sense an illusory, clause. If the 
clause assumes the shape it does, it is 
because we believed that on the whole it 
was more likely to be effective in the 
form in which we drafted it than if we 
had, as has been suggested, made _ it 
mandatory. All I can say is that the 
intention was that in these four-fifths 
schools, after their character has been 
determined and ascertained in a public 
inquiry,which is compulsory, although the 
machinery may come out different from 
that whichit nowis—the result is intended 
to be the same with regard to the religious 
teaching which goes on and the teachers 
who give it. With regard to the figure 
of 5,000 there is no magic in figures, but 
there is a very great difference, as all 
Nonconformists know well, between the 
atmosphere of a town or a_ populous 
district and the atmosphere of a village. 
The clause is intended to be a charter of 
educational freedom to the villages. I 
entirely agree with what feH from the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham when he said how 
idle it is for pe ople who fee! a grievance 
to try to explain it to a person who 
has never felt it ; ae perhaps there 
is not much use in doing so. It is 
idle to deny that in villages Non- 
conformists have for many a long year 
had a very hard struggle for their 
existence. The ivy-mantled tower of 
the church, the pleasant rectory, and 
the eaves and gables of the schoolhouse, 
instead of being to the Nonconformists 
symbols of a common Christianity, have 
heen symbols of strife and contention. It 
may sometimes be that strife and conten- 
tion is not a suitable atmosphere for the 
production of all the Christian virtues. 
I am not going to say that Non- 
conformists may not have erred at times 
and been bitter in spirit. Those who 
know the circumstances of their lives and 
the hard struggles they have had for the 
maintenance of their Nonconformity 
cannot wonder that they rejoice at the | 
opportunity now being offered to them 


{10 May 1906} 


I said | 


Yy 
i? 


and Wales) Bill. 16i4 
| to acquire in their village life freedom in 
| the educational sy stem and at the joy 
/and pride they feel in the sense that it 
| may be their own. 


Now, Sir, I have spoken longer than 
'I had any right to, and I hope I may 
be permitted before I sit down to make 
one appeal to this House in my character 
as Minister for Education. The one great 
thing we have acquired during the last 
six-and-thirty years of our educational 
systeni—the asset of the greatest value 
of all is the undoubted fact that we have 
at last established within the minds of 


the children of the parents of this 
/country the habit of school going. 


It is an awfully difficult thing to intro- 
duce a new habit into the lives of our 
stubborn race, and it has taken years and 
years to do it, but we have done it at 
last. The records of average attendance 
have steadily improved year by year. 
Even in London, where there are all 
sorts of temptations to keep children 
away from school and to employ them in 
profitable jobs, the average attendance is 
88 per cent., and in some parts of the 
country it is over 90 per cent. I do 
think we are able to say that, at last, we 
have introduced into this country what 
will prove to be a great boon and an 
enormous benefit to future generations— 
the habit of school going. I do not 
believe it is compulsion, I do not believe 
it is compulsory hours, I believe it is 
because the children have grown to be 
fond of going to school, grown to be fond 
of their teachers, and ‘they go willingly. 
{*“Oh!”| Hon. Gentlemen are sceptical, 
they believe that these figures at which I 
rejoice are all the result of police, and 
that if the children were left alone, 
and the parents, none of them would 
go at all because they are indifferent 
to education. I repudiate it. It is 
entirely false. We heard from a Labour 
Member this afternoon, the Member 
for Blackburn, the statement that he 
rejoiced to notice that the working-classes 
of this country were more and more 
conscious of the enormous benefit of 
education, more and more determined 
that their children should have it. That 
is the cause of this enormous increase, 
this steady, constant increase in the 
average attendance in our State-aided 
schools. What I want to point out is 
that it would be a terrible disaster were 
| there to be any gap in that system, even 
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for the shortest time—were any altera- | 
tions made in our system which made it | 
difficult for any portion of the community, | 
I care not who or what it is, to continue | 
to send their children to school. As the | 
Minister for Education, I cannot honestly 
or conscientiously make myself responsible 
for any such hideous gap, because I 
should feel that the habit once broken 
would probably be with great difficulty 
restored, and all the good we have been 
doing during the last thirty years might 
be hastily and unnecessarily undone. I 
therefore do hope that this Bill, when it | 
comes to be discussed, will be discussed 
in a spirit of peace, and with the fixed 
and determined desire that so far as 
possible all the children in the country 
should still continue to enjoy the blessings 
of education. Knowledge and learning 
nobody need be afraid of. After all, all 
creeds, all Churches,all claims to authority 
which Churches possess, must ultimately 
be tried by the test of reason. A man 
does not submit to the Roman Catholic 
Church by the abrogation of his reason ; 
he practices his reason on the question, 
and his reception into the Church and 
his acknowledgment of the authority of 
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the Church flows from and is the natural 
consequence of an act of reason which he 
has asserted. Knowledge and learning 
nobody need be ashamed of. The w'sest 
man that ever sat in this House, I think 
I am right in saying, certainly the wisest 
man who ever sat in this House 
Member for Liverpool—I mean Francis 
Bacon—employed words with which I 
will conclude 

“ There is no power on earth that setteth up 
«throne in the spirits and souls of men, and 
in their covitation, imagination, opinions, and 
heliefs, but knowledge and learning.” 


as 


Let us then adhere to schools, and to our 
school system, and in all our legislation, 
in all our quarrels and wrangles, and all 
our disputes and differences, keep this 
point steadily in view of the children of 
this country, who still continue, as I be- 
lieve the great majority do now, to go to 
school joyfully, eagerly, willingly, and 
profitably. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 410 ; Noes, 
204. (Division List No. 71.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo. 


Bennett, E. N. 
Berridge, T. H. 
3ertram, Julius 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Adkins, W. Ryland 
Agar-Robartes, Hon. T. C. 
Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 
Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 
Armstrong, W. C. Heaton 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert Hy. | 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. | Branch, James 
Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) | Brigg, John 
* Baker, JosephA. (Finsbury,E.) | Bright, J. A. 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 
Barlow,John Emmott(Somerst 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 
Barnes, G. N. 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beale, W. P. 
Beauchamp, E. 
BeaumontHubert (Eastbourne 
Beaumont,W. C. B.(Hexham) 
Beck, A. Cecil 
Bell, Richard 
Bellairs, Carlyon 
Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
Benn, John Williams,(Devonp't 


Mr. Birrell, 


Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Rt. Hon 


Brace, William 


Brodie, H. C. 


Burnyeat, J. D. 


Cairns, Thomas 
Caldwell, James 





Bethell, J. H. (Essex, Romford) | 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 


. Augustine 
Black,Arthur W 

| Bolton, T. D.( Der 
Bottomley, Horatio 

| Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 


Bramsdon, T. A. 


Brocklehurst, W. D. 


Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner,J.F.L.(Lanes., Leigh 
Brunner,Sir John T.(Cheshire) | 
Bryce,Rt.Hn.James (Aberdeen | 
Bryce, J.A. (Inverness Burghs) | 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn | 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. 


Burt, Rt. Hon. ’ 


Buxton, Rt.Hn.SydneyCharles | 
Byles, William Pollard 


Cameron, Robert 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
| Causton, Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
| Cawley, Frederick 
Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 
Clough, W. 
Clynes, J. R. 
Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,C. H.(Sussex,E.Grinst’d 
| Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
)| Cory, Clifford John 
Cotton, Sir H. 8. J. 
Cowan, W. H. 
Cox, Harold 
Craig, Herbert J.(Tynemouth) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 
Crosfield, A. H. 
Cross, Alexander 
| Crossley, William J. 
Dalmeny, Lord 
| Dalziel, James Henry 
| Davies, David (MontgomeryCo 


D. 


.(Bedfordshire 
byshire, N. E.) 


John 
W. 
Thomas 
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Davies,M. Vaughan- (Cardigan) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
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Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) | 


Dewar,Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) | Hooper, 
| Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset, N 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras, N. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dodd, W. H. 

Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furnes: 
Duncan, J. H. (York, 


Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) | 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward | 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 


Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gardner, Col. Alan (Hereford,S. 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 
Gill, A. H. 


Otley) | 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) | 
Dunne, Major E. M. (Walsall) | 


| Hyde, 
| Illingworth, Percy H. 
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Hodge, John 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
A. G. 


| Horniman, Emslie John 
| ‘ened, Hon. Geoffrey 
| Hudson, Walter 
Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Clarendon 





Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Jackson, R. S. 
Jacoby, James Alfred | 


Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
| Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea | 
| Jones, Lief (Appleby) 


| Jones, William (Carnarvonshire | 
| Jowett, F. W. 


| Lambert, George 


Kearley, Hudson, E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G.( Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 


Lamont, Norman 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid 


| Layland- Barratt, Francis 


Lea, Hugh Cecil(St.Pancras,E. 
Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington | 


| Lehmann, R. C. 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn | 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gooch, George Peabody 
Grant, Corrie 


| Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral 
| Levy, Maurice 
| Lewis, John Herbert 


Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) | 


Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
a Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis, J. 

Grove, Archibald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. | 


Hall, Frederick 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardie,J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil) | 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 


| Lough, 


| Lutterell, 
| Lyell, 
| Lynch, H. B. 

| Macdonald, J. R. 


| M‘Crae, George 


Harmsworth,Cecil B. (Wore’r) | 


Harmsworth,R.L.(Caithn’ss-sh 
Hart-Davis, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslaia, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur, A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson, J. M.(Aberdeen,W. 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon., 8.) 
Herbert, T. Arnold (Wycombe) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 





| M‘Micking, Major G. 
| Maddison, Frederick 
| Mallett, Charles E. 


| Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 


Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich | 


Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Hugh Fownes 
Charles Henry 


(Leicester) | 
Macdonald, J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs | 
Mackarness, Frederic C. 
Maclean, Donald 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Callum, John M. 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) | 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 


Manfield, Harry (Northants) | 


| Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 


Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston 
Marnham, F. J. 


Massie, J. 
Masterman, C. F. G. 
Menzies, Walter 
Micklem, Nathaniel 
Molteno, Percy Alfred 
Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. 8S. 
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Montgomery, H. H. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. John 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Moss, Samuel 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncast’r 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


| Nussel Thomas Willans 


Nuttall, Harry 

O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
Parker, James (Halifax) 

Paul, Herbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek ) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Pearson, W. H. M. (Suffolk, Eye) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps,Col. [vor (S’thampton) 
Phillipps,J. Wynford(Pem broke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C.E.(Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price, Robert John (Norfolk, E.) 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W.E. B. (Bradford,E. ) 
Radford, G. H 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russeli (Scarboro’ 


| Rees, J. D. 
| Rendall, 


Athelstan 
Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 


| Richards,T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 


Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


| Robertson, Rt. Hn. E.(Dundee) 
| Robertson,Sir G.Scott (Bradf’d 


Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann,Chas.E. (Manchester) 
Scott, A.H. (Ashton under Lyne 
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Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt.Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 
Stanley,Hn.A.Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. 8. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C.(Radcliffe) 
Tennant, E. P. (Salisbury) 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 





Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) | 
Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster,Rt.Hn. HughO. | 
Ashley, W. W. | 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. SirH. 
Balcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J.(City Lond. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) | 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8S.) 
Beach,Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks | 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Blake, Edward 
Boland, John 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
Boyle, Sir Edward 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen | 
Bull, Sir William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hon. Victor C.W 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- | 
Cecil, Lord R.(Marlyebone, E. | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. | 
Clancy, John Joseph | 


Education (England 


{COMMONS} 


Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. | 
Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) | 


Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset, E 
Thorne, William 

Tillett, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Vivian, Henry 

Wadsworth, J. 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John(Stoke upon Trent) 
Ward, W. Dudley (Southamp’n 
Wardle, George J. 

Thomas Warner, Courtenay 'T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 


NOES. 


Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 


| Cogan, Denis J. 
| Condon, Thomas Joseph 
| Courthope, G. Loyd 


Craik, Sir Henry 


| Crean, Eugene 


Cullinan, J. 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Delany, William 

Devlin CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Dillon, John 


| Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 


Dolan, Charles Joseph 


| Donelan, Captain A. 


Doughty, Sir George 


| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Du Cros, Harvey 
Duffy, William J. 


| Duncan, Robert{ Lanark,Govan 
| Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


Faber, George Denison (York 


| Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W. 


Fardell, Sir T. George 


| Farrell, James Patrick 


Fell, Arthur 

Field, William 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Gilhooly, James 

Ginnell, L. 

Glover, Thomas 

Haddock, George R. 
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Whitbread, Howard 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
| White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 
Wilkie, Alexander 
Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williams, W. L. (Carmarthen) 
Williamson, A.(Elgin andNairn 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, Hon. C. H.W.( Hull, W.) 
Wilson,Henry J.( York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wilson, W. 'T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 
Wodehouse, Lord (Norfolk, Mid 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Woohouse, Sir J. T.( Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. 
A. Pease. 


Halpin, J. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hammond, John 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helmsley, Viscount 
Hervey, F. W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement(Shrewsbury ) 
Hill, Henry Staveley (Staff’sh. 
Hills, J. W. 
Hogan, Michael 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn.Sir John H. 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon. Col. 
Keswick, William 
Kilbride, Denis 
King,Sir Henry Seymour(Hull) 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Win. 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 
Law, Hugh Alexander 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long, Col.Charles W.( Evesham 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lundon, W. 

' MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
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Macpherson, J. T. 
MacVeagh,Jeremiah (Down, 8. 
MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal, E. 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis (EdinburghW 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. 

Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
Mooney, J. J. 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield) 
Nield, Herbert 

Nolan, Joseph 

O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W.) 
0’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, Philip 

O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’ Donnell, 'T. (Kerry, W.) 


Main Question put and agreed to. 


for Monday next. 


{10 May 1906} 


O’ Dowd, John 

O'Grady, J. 

O’ Hare, Patrick 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
O’ Malley, William 

0’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson, John Frederick P. 
teddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts, S. (Sheftield, Ecclesall) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seddon, J. 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


of the House, 1622 
Sheehy, David 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Smyth, Thomas (Leitrim, 8S.) 


Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormsk’ rk 
Starkey, John R. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Walker,Col. W. H. (Lancashire) 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Williamson, G. H. (Worcester) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Young, Samuel 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogrs— 
Sir Alexander Acland- 
Hood and Viscount 
Valentia. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATION BILL. 


; Considered in Committee, and reported, 
sill read a second time, and committed | without Amendment: to be read the 


' third time to-morrow. 
| 


And, it being after half-past Eleven of 


the clock on Thursday 


evening, Mr. 


EDUCATION OF DEFECTIVE CHILDREN | SPEAKER adjourned the House without 


(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without Amendment; to be read a third 


time upon Monday next. 


Order, 


Question put, 


pursuant to Standing 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 


after Twelve o'clock, 
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APPENDIX 1 


iY } ‘ 
PUBLIC BILLS 
DEALT WITH IN VOLUME CLVI. 
Those marked thus* are Government Bills. The figures in parentheses in 


the last column refer to the page in this volume. “li..)” following title 


indicates that the Bill originated in the House of Lords. 





(A.) House or Lorps. 





Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 
Aliens Lord Weardal Read he LOth Mav (1422) 
*Notice of Accidents Earl Beauchamp Read I" 3uth April (205) 
*Police Superannuation Burl Beauchamp Read 1“ 30th April (205) 


Read 2" 10th May (1418) 


*Post Ottice (Money Orders) Lal of Granard Read 1¢ 30th April (205) 
Read 2° 4th May (837) 

Committee ) - — 

Report j ith May (917) 


Public Health Acts (Building Lord Hylton Report 3rd May (672) 
Bye-Laws) [H.L. ] Read 3“ and passed 10th May 
(1419) 
*Pubhic Trustee [H.L. | Lord Chancellor Committee 7th May (920) 
Report 10th May (1429) 
*Seed Potatoes Supply) Lord Denman wad 1” 30th April (205) 
(Ireland) Kiead 2" Ist May (373) 


Committee 3rd May (672) 
Report 4th May (837) 
Read 3" and passed 7th May 
(917) 
Lord Alverstone Read 2° 4th May (836) 
Committee ) = 
Report § 8th May (1104) 
Read 3° and passed 10th May 
(1422 


Read 1* 10th May (1418) 


Solicitors Bill [H.L.] 


| | 
\ 


Street Betting [H.L.] Lord Davey 
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(B.) Housz or ComMoNns 





Title of Bill. 





Aliens 


Allotments (Londen) 


Drunkenness (Ireland) 


* Education (England and 


Wales) 


Education — of Defective 
Children (Scotland) 
the Blind 


Education of 


Engines and Boilers (Persons 
in charge) (No. 2) 


Mr. 


M 


Mr. 


UV r. 


Mr. 


*Fatal Accidents and Sud- 


den Deaths (Scotland) 


Franchise and 
of Women’s 
(No. 2) 


Removal | 
Disabilities | 


Grocers’ Licenses (Scotland) | 


Ground Game 


Housing of the Working | 


Classes Acts(Amendment) 


*Indian Railways’ Act 


Amendment 
* Justices of the Peace (No. 2) 


Light Dues Abolition 


*Light Railways 
London Traftic Board 


Market Gardeners’ Com- 
pensation 


24 


Mr. 


Sir 


Mr, 


~ 


| Mr. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 





M e, 


| Mr. 


Sir 


Sir 


Mr. 


~ 


MM i 


~ 


Col. 


es 


Brought in by 





Grady 


Benn 


W, 


W. Russell 


Birrell 


Gullund 


Steadman 


Steadman 


Thomas Shaw 


Chas. Dilke 


Rainey 


Beale 


Muackarn CSS 


Ellis 


IV. Robson 


Mi Ropn er 


Lloyd-George 
Dickson-Poynder 


Long 


| Bill Withdrawn 9th May (1416) 





Progress. 


Committee ) 
Report | 

Read 3° and passed sth May 
(1288) 


2nd May (66s) 


Second Reading adjourned 30th 


April (367) 
Bill Withdrawn Ist May (552) 


Second Readin 
(1065) 

Second Reading 8th May (1174) 
(1241) 

Second Reading 9th May (1317) 

10th May (1504) 


7th May (1010) 


ao 
5 


(1564) 
Read 2° 3rd May (824) 
Committee | — 
Report f 10th May (1621) 
Read 1’ 7th May (1002) 


Read 1° 30th May (271) 


Read 1’ 8th May (1174) 


Read 1’ 26th April (58) 


Read 1’ 7th May (1002) 
Read 1° 27th April (192) 


Read 2° 


27th April (131) 


Read 1’ 2nd May (580) 


Committee Ist May (476) (498) | 
‘ 2nd May (592) 

Second Reading defeated 4th 
May (851). 


tead 1° IstMay (423) 


Read 1° 3rd May (744) 


iain” 


























ay 


th 





17) 
04) 


1) 





} 


| 416) 





(B.) House or Commons—continued. 


Title of Bill, 


Brought in by 





*Marriage with Foreigners 


Merchant Shipping Act 
Amendment 
Municipal Corporations 


*Plural Voting 

Rating of Machinery 

*Reserve lorces 

Salmon Fisheries (Ireland) 
(No. 2) 


*Seamen and Soldiers False 
Characters 


Street Betting 
Street Traftic Regulation 
*Telegraph Construction 


Vaccination Prosecutions 





Mr. Herbert Sumuel 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


M r. 


Juekson 


Viviun 


Hureourt 


Bright 


Haldane 


Joyce 


Haldane 


Youll 
Shackl fon 
Sydney Buston 


Pickersgill 


3K2 





Progress. 


Read 1’ 10th May (1503) 


Second Reading 
27th April (186) 


(adjourned) 


Read 2° 9th May (1416) 


Committee) i ace 
Report J 10th May (1622 


Read 1’ 2nd May (580) 


Second Reading adjourned 4th 
May (893) 


Committee ) 


Ind May (633 
Report | 2nd May (633) 


Read 2° 9th May (1416) 
Committee 2nd May (635) 


Read 1° 10 May (1502) 
Read 1° 10th May (1503) 
Read 1° 10th May (1503) 


Read 1’ 4th May (911) 





APPENDIX II. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1906. 


List oF RULES, ORDERS, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and are 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 
the House. 


In Continuation of List given in previous Volume. 





Date from which Period to lie upon 
the Period runs. the Table. 


Title of Paper. 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 30) April 12 weeks 
(Oxford),—Copy of Statutes made by the Governing 
Body of Merton College, Oxford, on 9th December 
1905, altering and ainending Statutes III., V., and 
VIII. of the College Statutes [40 and 41 Vic., e. 48, 
s. 49] 


Jniversities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 ‘ 2 weeks 
(Oxford),—Copy ef Statutes made by the Governing 

Body of Corpus Christi College, Oxford, on 28rd 

April 1904, amending Statute XXIV. (b), and on 2nd 

December 1905 amending Statutes XXIV. (b) and 

XXXII. (a) of the College Statutes [40 and 41 Viec., 

c. 48, s, 49] 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 = 2 weeks 
(Cambridge),—Copy of Statutes made by the Govern- | 
ing Body of Sidney Sussex College, Cambridge, on 
29th December 1905, amending certain of the 
Statutes of the College [40 and 41 Vic., ¢. 48, s. 49] 


Council of the County Borough of Bolton, and 


contirmed by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, fixing the Hours of Closing for Hair- 
dressers’ and Barbers’ Shops within the Borough [4 
Edw. VII., ¢. 31, s. 3 (3)] 


Shop Hours Act, 1904,—Copy of Order made by the April | 40 days 


Intermediate Education (Ireland),—Copy of Rules and | 40 days 
Programme of Examinations for 1907 [41 and 42 Vic., | 
c. 66, s. 6] | 


Shop Hours Act, 1904,—Copy of Order made by the r 40 days 
Urban District Council of Rhondda, and con- | 
firmed by the Secretary of State for the Home | 
Department, fixing the Hours of Closing for Barbers’ | 
Shops within the District [4 Edw. VII, ¢. 31, s. 3 (3)] | 


Universities (Scotland) Act, 1889 (Ordinance),—Copy | 12 weeks 
of University Court Ordinance No. XIV. (Edinburgh, 
No. 4) (Institution of Degrees in Veterinary Medicine 
and Surgery and relative Regulations) [52 and 53 Vic., 
c, 55, s. 20] 

Intermediate Education (Ireland),—Copy of Rule 10 May 


amending Time Table of Examinations for,1906 [41 
and 42 Vie., c. 66, s. 6] 

















